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Mr. Ford: It assiimes that he said something. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, he said he had a conversation with 
Mr. Updyke. 

Mr. Ford: He said that Mr. Updyke made certain state¬ 
ments to him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say anything, Mr. Gal¬ 
lagher? 

The Witness: I don’t recall if I said anything or not on 
that occasion. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, I believe you told us that 
Elatinaslivednear Tom Updyke, is that correct? A. That’s 
correct. 

Q. How do you know that? A. He told me he did. 

Q. Who told you? A. Mr. Katinas. 

Q. Do you ^ow where Mr. Updyke lives? A. Cone- 
maugh. 

13437 Q. What street? A. I don’t recall the street. 

Q. Have you ever been to his house? A. No, I 
have never been to his house. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, do you have any¬ 
thing? 

Mr. Ford: I have nothing further. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Gallagher, are you 
a member of any Joint Committee at the present time? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What committee? A. No. 5. 

Q. Is that No. 5 Joint Committee? A, Correct. 

Q. When did your term expire, if it does expire? A. It 
doesn’t expire until I am notified. 

Q. By whom? A. By the management’s representative, 
until I have been replaced. 

Q, I beg your pardon. A. Till I have been replaced or 
taken off the committee. 

Q. How long have you been a member of the No. 5 Joint 
Conunittee ? 

13438 Mr. Ford: Could I have that question, please ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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The Witness: I would say three years. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Have you ever been 
chairman of it? A. No, sir. 

Q. Who is the chairman of it at the present time, do you 
know? A. Clare Williams. 

Q. Clare Williams? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, did I understand you to say in response to a 
question of Mr. Ford, that the function of the No. 5 Joint 
Committee is to consider appeals from other committees? 
A. Correct. 

Q. Does it have any other fimction? A. I believe it does. 

Q. Can you tell us what other function it has? A. I 
should, but I can’t remember. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. I say I should, but I can’t re¬ 
member. 

Q. Well, do you know in what manner grievances 

13439 are taken up imder the Plan? A. I do. 

Q. Could you tell us the procedure for taking up 
grievances; assume an employee has a grievance and de¬ 
sires to take it up under the machinery as provided in the 
Plan, what would he do? A. He would first take it up 
with his foreman. 

Q. All right, now, just assume all the way along the line 
that he meets with no success, and then teU us the succes¬ 
sive stages. A. Then he would take it up with his plant 
representative, who would refer it to the foreman first, then 
he would refer it to the superintendent. 

Q. I see. A. Then he would refer it to the plant repre¬ 
sentative. 

Q. I see, A. Then he would refer it— 

Q. Pardon me, did you say plant representative ? A. No, 
I didn’t—^well, I meant management’s representative. 

Q. Management’s representative? A. Management’s 
representative. 

Q. Then what would be the next stage ? A. Then it would 
be taken to the committee in which it was— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Gallagher, would you speak so we 

13440 can hear you, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you talk up? 

The Witness: I will try to. Then it would be referred 
to the committee. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) After the management’s 
special representative? A. Wait a minute— 
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Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, may the witness refer 
to the plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, first let’s see what he 
knows of it independently, then I would like to show him 
the plan. 

The Witness: I believe it would be referred to the gen¬ 
eral manager, first, and then to the committee. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, taking the time 
when it is referred to the general manager, what may he 
do with the grievance, if you know? A. He may either 
okay it or turn it down. 

Q. All right, now, let’s assume that he turns it down, 
what does he do with it then, if anything? A. Well— 

Mr. Ford: "What does who do with it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The general manager. 

The Witness: Then he returns it to the representative. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You say he re- 

13441 turns it to the representative? A. I think so. 

Q. Is there anything else he can do with it? A. I 
don’t recall. 

Q. Well, now, what does the representative do with it 
after the general manager has turned it back to him? A, 
He can then take it to the committee in which it is desig¬ 
nated to go to. 

Q. Which committee? A. Well, if it is the Wages, it 
would go to the Wage Committee. 

Q. All right, then, when would it ever get to the Joint 
Committee on Appeals, the No, 5 Committee? A. It would 
be referred from that committee to us. 

Q. All right, now, suppose you examine Board Exhibit 
No. 8, page 15, and read Article 9, carefuUy, take your time, 
it begins there. 

(Thereupon, Board Exhibit No. 8 was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

A. “Any matter in which the—” 

Q. You don’t have to read it out loud, just read it your¬ 
self. A. Oh, pardon me, all right. 

Q. All right, have you finished reading that, Mr. 

13442 Gallagher, now? A. I did. 

Q. Now, referring to page 16, the provision for 
reference to the general manager, what does that part mean, 
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where it says, “Third; with the general manager of the 
plant who shall endeavor to effect a settlement.” 

And this is the part I would like to get your opinion on— 
“or who may with the approval of all the parties”—^what 
does that mean, in your opinion, where it says “all the par¬ 
ties”; what parties is it talking about at that point? A. 
Well, that is talking about the man, or the representative 
who represents the man, I would say the interested parties. 

Q. Well, who would the interested parties be, that is 
what I would like to find out from you? A. That is the 
man’s representative who has referred it to him. 

Mr. Ford: Could I have that, please? 

(The reporter repeated the question and answer as above 
set forth.) 

13443 Q. Could there be anyone else? A. Well, if there 
was two parties to the dispute, he would have to have 

both parties there. 

Q. But you say where a matter is taken up with the fore¬ 
man, the foreman of the work on which the employee is en¬ 
gaged, that the foreman is a party to the dispute. 

Mr. Ford; Could I have the question, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) I am going back to the 
first part of the Article which says, “Any matter which in 
the opinion of any employee of the Company requires ad¬ 
justment and which such employee has been unable to ad¬ 
just with the Foreman of the work on which he is engaged” 
—I want to find out the subsequent provision which says 
the general manager may refer the matter to a proper Joint 
Committee with the approval of all the parties, whether 
or not Mr. Gallagher thinks one of the parties necessary to 
the approval would be the foreman referred to in the first 
part of the article. A. I don’t know. 

Q. All right. Well, whoever the party may be, Mr. Gal¬ 
lagher, if one of the parties would decline to agree to have 
the matter referred to a Joint Committee, what would be¬ 
come the status of it, so far as the general manager 

13444 was concerned. What would his next step be ? Could 
he do anything? A. I think it would be referred to 

the committee. 
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Q. What committee ? A. The Joint Committee 

Q. Wliich Joint Committee A. The General Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals. 

Q. Where do you find that? WTiat provision is there to 
lead you to that conclusion? A. Paragraph 2, beginning: 
“Unless a satisfactory”— 

Q. Well, read that—I will read it. “Unless a satisfac¬ 
tory disposition of any such matter shall have been effected 
within a reasonable time after it shall have been taken up 
as provided in Paragraph 1 of this Section IX, any em¬ 
ployee of the Company through his Employees’ Represen¬ 
tative or the Management through the Management’s Spe¬ 
cial Representative may require such matter to be referred 
to the General Joint Committee on Appeals by a request 
in writing addressed to said Joint Committe specifying in 
detail the matter requiring adjustment and the reasons 
which warrant its consideration by said Joint Committee.” 

Your answer was, you thought the general manager could 
refer it to this General Joint Committee on Appeals? 
13445 Mr. Shawe: I don’t think he said that. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us get the previous j 
answer. Will the reporter read that? 

(The reporter repeated the previous questions and an¬ 
swers as follows: 

“WTiat Committee? “A. The Joint Committee. 

“Q. "Which Joint Committee? “A. The General Joint 
Committee on Appeals.”) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You still think the gen¬ 
eral manager under those conditions, where one party would 
not consent to refer it to a certain Joint Committee, could 
refer it to the General Joint Committee, the No. 5 Joint 
Committee? A. It says in this: “Unless a satisfactory 
disposition of any such matter shall have been effected 
within a reasonable time after it shall have been taken up 
as provided in Paragraph 1 of this Section IX, any em¬ 
ployee of the Company through his Employees’ Represen¬ 
tative or the Management through the Management’s Spe¬ 
cial Representative may require such matter to be referred 
to the General Joint Committee”— 

Q. WTiat does that have to do with the general manager 
of the plant. A. If he hasn’t effected a settlement, 
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13446 then this man had the privilege, as part of Para¬ 
graph 2 said— 

Q. But the general manager of the plant would not then 
refer it? A. No. 

Q. Do you understand that now, then? A. Yes. 

Q. Let us assume the General Joint Committee on Ap¬ 
peals shall not arrive at some conclusion satisfactory to the 
employee, what could he do after that, if an 3 ^hing? A. 
The president of the company shall be notified 

Q. Then what happens? A. ‘‘If the General Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals sljall fail to effect a settlement of any 
matter referred to it as provided in Paragraph 2 of this 
Section IX, the president of the company shall be notified, 
and such matter may be referred, if the president and a 
majority of the employees' representatives on the General 
Joint Committee on Appeals agree to such a reference, to 
an arbitrator or arbitrators to be determined at the time 
according to the nature of the controversy.” 

Q. Let us assume the president does not give his consent 
to a reference to an arbitrator or arbitrators. What would 
then become of it ? 

Mr. Ford: Do you mean by that question, Mr. Examiner, 
whether there is any provision in the Plan? 

13447 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Ford: In other words, as I understand it, the 
question is assuming the matter has been brought to the 
Committee and then to the President, and he declines to 
join in the petition, is there anything in the Plan to pro¬ 
vide for what happens after that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

The Witness: He can appeal it to the State Department 
of Labor or the Secretary of Labor of the United States. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Where do you find that? 
A. Section 10. 

Q. Does that have to do with the grievance that we have 
all been speaking about, taking it up to the President— A. 
I think it does. 

Q. All right. Suppose you read Section X. The whole 
thing—Article X. A. “It is understood and agreed that 
each Employees' Representative shall be free to discharge 
his duties in an independent maimer without fear that his 
individual relations with the Company may be affected in 
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the least degree by any action taken by him in good faith 
in his representative capacity. 

“To insure to each Employees’ Representative his right 
to such independent action, he shall have the right to take 
the question of an alleged personal discrimination 

13448 against him on account of his acts in his represen¬ 
tative capacity to the General Manager of the Plant, 

to the General Joint Committee on Appeals and to the 
President of the Company. 

“Having exercised this right in the consecutive order in¬ 
dicated and failing a satisfactory remedy within thirty 
days, an Employees’ Representative shall have the fur¬ 
ther right to appeal to the State Department of Labor or 
the Secretary of Labor of the United States, The Company 
shall furnish said State Department of Labor or said Sec¬ 
retary with every facility for the determination of the 
facts, and the findings and recommendations of said State 
Department of Labor or said Secretary shall be final and 
binding.” 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Is it your idea, Mr. Gal¬ 
lagher, that this section applies to a grievance that some 
employee has originally taken up with his foreman and 
which has gone through the successive stages we talked 
about, that is, taken up with the Superintendent, the man¬ 
agement’s special representative, and then with the gen¬ 
eral manager of the Plant? A. I think it is. 

Q. What does this section mean to you. Why do you 
think that Article X, which guarantees the independence 
of employees’ representatives, and Article IX, a 

13449 separate article providing the procedure for adjust¬ 
ment—do you think there is any distinction between 

the two? A, It says in the second paragraph, “To insure 
to each Employees’ Representative his right to such inde¬ 
pendent action, he shall have the right to take the question 
of an alleged personal discrimination against him on—” 

Q. Just that that has to do, I assume, with where a rep¬ 
resentative claims that the management has discriminated 
against him because he was zealous in acting as a represen¬ 
tative, but does Article IX mean that? Is the procedure 
under Article IX somewhat different? Isn’t Article IX 
procedure for the adjustment of a grievance? A. It is until 
it has gone to the President, where there is no agreement. 
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Q. Let US see. “If the General Joint Committee on Ap¬ 
peals”—reading from the bottom of page 16—“shall fail 
to effect a settlement of any matter referred to it as pro¬ 
vided in Paragraph 2 of this Section IX, the President of 
the Company shall be notified, and such matter may be re¬ 
ferred, if the President and a majority of the Employees’ 
Representatives on the General Joint Committee on Ap¬ 
peals agree to such a reference, to an arbitrator or arbi¬ 
trators to be determined at the time according to 

13450 nature of the controversy. ” A. It does not say that 
is binding on the arbitrators. 

Q. No. A. It does down here. 

Q. You mean, the bottom of page—Article X? A. The 
bottom of Article X. 

Q. That says— 

Isn’t Article X designed to protect each employee so that 
he will be free, as it says, to discharge his duties in an in¬ 
dependent manner? A. That is the duty of the representa¬ 
tive. 

Q. And doesn’t Article X seek to protect him in that 
right? A. It seeks to protect him, and that is his right, 
to take that up. 

Q. Suppose he has taken it up, as provided in Article IX, 
I am trying to find out your idea on it. If it gets to the 
President, and the President will say he does not agree, 
can the representative go further? A. I think he can. 

Mr. Ford: What sort of a matter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A matter having to do with an 
individual employee. Let us assume an individual employee 
went to his foreman and said, “You are working me a little 
longer than everybody else in the place,” and the em- 

13451 ployee takes it up with the foreman and goes through 
the procedure, and finally goes to the Joint Commit¬ 
tee on Appeals. Then the Joint Committe on Appeals turns 
down the representative acting on behalf of the employee, 
and then the representative takes it up to the President, 
and the President says, “I won’t agree to a representation 
of that matter.” Is it your idea, Mr. Gallagher, that the 
representative could then go ahead, under Article X, and 
then take it up to the State Department of Labor? A. I do. 
That is to guarantee his independence, according to my in¬ 
terpretation. 
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Q. I see. That is all. 

Have you any questions? 

Mr. Shawe: If I may, there were a couple of questions 
I intended to ask, but forgot to ask—^if it is agreeable to 
counsel for the respondents? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Cross Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you contribute any money to 
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. I did not. 

Q. Are you a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce ? A. I am. 

13452 Q, Who paid for your membership? A. I don’t 
know. 

Q. You did not pay for it, did you? A. No, sir. 

Q. How long have you been a member of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. Two years, I believe. 

Q. Were you a member of the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce during the months of June and July, 1937? A. 

I was. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr, Shawe: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there anything further, Mr. 
Moore ? 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness is excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing is adjourned imtil 
ten o’clock tomorrow morning. The recess tomorrow will 
be from one to two, and we will adjourn at five-thirty tomor¬ 
row afternoon. That will be the procedure in effect until 
further notice. 

(Whereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p. m., March 30th, 1938, the [ 
hearing was adjourned to 10 o’clock a. m., March 31st, 1938.) 

13456 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Thursday, March 31, 1938. 



6674 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.)> Attonieys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y., Attonieys on behalf of the Respondents. 


13457 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Phillips, will you take the stand, please? 

Harry H. P hilli ps a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Phillips, will you give your 
name to the Reporter, please, spelling vour last name? A. 
Harry H. Phillips, P-h-i-l-l-i-p-s. 

Q. Where do you reside, Mr, Phillips? A. 327 Lincoln 
Street. 

Q. Johnstown ? A. Johnstowm. 

Q. What is your occupation? A. Superintendent of the 
Lower Works and the Rod & Wire Division. 

Q. Will you tell us what the Lower Works are? What do 
you mean by the Lower Works? A. The part that I have 
supervision over is the Bessemer Department, 48" Mill, 
Bloom Mill, 18" Billet Mill, Axle Plant, and the Chip- 

13458 ping Department; also in the Lower Division is blast 
furnaces, electrical and steam units, and the mechan¬ 
ical shops and the Rosedale Coke Plant. 
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Mr. Moore: R-o-s-e-d-a-l-e Coke Plant? 

The Witness: They are not under my supervision. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You say those do not come under 
your supervision? A. They do not. 

Q. You said you were superintendent of some other de¬ 
partment? A. The Rod and Wire Department. 

Q. Is that also a part of the Lower Works? A. It is not. 
It is a separate unit. 

Q. On which side of the Little Coneniaugh River are the 
Lower Works? A. I think the North Side. 

Q. Is the Rod and Wire Department also on the North 
Side? A. Yes, 

Q. And then those other works over which you do not 
have actual supervision, are they also on the North Side? 
A. The North Side, scattered in different parts of the plant. 
Q. And are they coimnoniy spoken of as also a part of 
the Lower Works? A. No. They would be—they 

13459 possibly would come—the shops is under the Lower 
Works. The Coke Plant, they call the Coke Plant 

Division. They have one at Franklin, too. 

Q. Where do you have your office ? A. I have tw^o offices. 
Q. Where are they? A. One at the Lower Works. One 
at the Rod and Wire. 

Q. How long have you been a superintendent of the 
Rod and Wire Mill? A. Since 1918. 

Q. And how long liave you been superintendent of the 
Lower Works? A. Since 1932. 

Q. Prior to your becoming superintendent of the Wire 
Mill, as you said, in 1918, wffiat was your occupation? A. 
What do you mean, from the time I started? 

Q. No. A. I was Assistant Superintendent. 

Q. So that, I understand, you were Assistant Super¬ 
intendent of the AVire Mill? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then you became superintendent of the Lower 
AVorks? A. Also; yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been employed at the Cam- 

13460 bria Plant here? A. Forty-three years. 

Q. At what age did you begin? A. About seven¬ 
teen. 

Q. AA^hat was your work? A. I first started to work, I 
went in the Machine Shop and labored, and learned my 
trade. I worked at the trade about a year, and went to 
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Gautier and worked in the drawing room. I worked there 
several years. 

Then I went to the Lower Works in charge of outside 
construction. 

In 1910, they sent me to the Wire Mill to build a Wire 
Mill. We started to operate them in 1911, and I became 
Assistant Superintendent. 

Q. You say you learned the trade. "WTiat do you mean by 
that? A. Machinists’ trade. 

Q. As a matter of historical interest, perhaps, Mr. Phil¬ 
lips, will you tell us what the oldest part of the Cambria 
Plant is? A. The Lower Division is the oldest part. 

13461 There are some parts of Bessemer standing now, 
built prior to 1853, or about 1853. The rest of the 

stuff has been modernized. 

Q. Do you mean by that that the plants that were there 
when you went to work have been torn down and new plants 
built? A. Some have not. When I became superintendent, 
the 18" Billet Mill was in operation. We have made 
changes to the Blooming Mill, and also to the Axle Plant. 

Q. Do you know how the manufacture of Bessemer steel 
here compares in age with the manufacture of Bessemer 
steel in other parts of the country? A. The number is 
about the same. 

Q. How about the age of the process ? A. I guess we are 
one of the oldest in the country. 

Q. Do you know John Ignots? A. I do. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. Since I became 
superintendent of the Plant in 1932. 

Q. You mean, superintendent of— A. Of the Lower 
Division. 

Q. Where did he work? A. Chipping Department. 

13462 Q. That was in— A. Lower Division. 

Q. About June and July, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Does he work there at the present time? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall having any conversations with Mr. 
Ignots in 1936, with reference to any particular subject? 
A. I do. 

Q. What was the subject of the conversation? A. I called 
for the foreman of the Chipping Department, Mr. Midder- 
hoff, to have Mr. Ignots come over to my office. 



BETH. STEEL CO, ET AL. VS. NATL, LABOR REL. BOARD. 6677 

When he came over I told him I received information 
through the foreman that one of the men in the Chipping 
Department had informed him that Mr. Ignots was going 
through the plant on the company time, signing up men for 
the union. He denied it. 

I told him what he did or what he belonged to on the out¬ 
side was no business of mine or the company’s, but as long 
as he was on company property and working, I expected 
him to stay at his line of employment, which he promised 
to do. 

Q. About when was that conversation? A. As I recall, 
I think that was some time in July—something like that— 
what part of July, I don’t know. It might have been the 
first part or the latter part. 

13463 Q. In July, 1937? A. 1936. 

Q. 1936, I mean. Did you at that time say any¬ 
thing to Mr. Ignots about the Plan of Employees’ Repre¬ 
sentation? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say anything to him about the American 
Federation of Labor? A. I did not. 

Q. Or the A. F of L.? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say anything to him about the Committee 
for Industrial Organization? A. I did not. 

Q. Or the C. I. 0.? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say to him at that time or at any other time, 
in words or in substance, “whenever you have a union you 
got to pay dues, and that the organization is just a money¬ 
making scheme?” A. I did not. 

Q. You said you had two conversations. Will you tell us 
about the second conversation, how that came about? A. 
Several days aftei'wards I had information from the gen¬ 
eral foreman of the Axle Plant that Mr. Ignots was going 
around his department bothering the men. I sent 

13464 for Mr. Ignots again. 

Q. Who was the foreman in the Axle Department 
in the plant to whom you refer? A. Mr. Just. 

Q. What is his first name? A. Fred. 

Q. You say, bothering the men. WHbiat do you mean by 
that? A. Going around to solicit them to join the union. 

Q. What did you do when you heard that? A. I called 
him in again and warned him. He denied it again. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the conversation? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell ns the conversation. 

The Witness: I said, “John, I have word from one of the 
foremen that you are still going aroimd the plant, at this 
time, at the Axle Plant, trying to solicit men on the com¬ 
pany’s time, to join the union.” 

He said, “I am not.” He said, “If you think I am going 
around doing that why don’t you fire me ? ’ ’ 

I said, “No. We don’t do business that way, John. As 
long as you come out here and perform your duties and 
live up to the requirements of the company, that is all I am 
interested in. ’ ’ 

13465 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever have any other 
conversation with Ignots with respect to signing up 

men in the plant ? A. Only those two occasions. 

Q. Did you on that second occasion, that is, in that second 
conversation say anything about the Plan of Employees’ 
Representation ? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say anything about the American Federa¬ 
tion of Labor? A. I did not. 

Q. Or about the Committee for Industrial Organization? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Did you at that time say, “Whenever you have a union 
you have got to pay dues and that the organization is just 
a money-making scheme”? A. I did not. 

Q. Do you know Thomas Updyke? A. I do. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. The same length 
of time, since I became superintendent of the Lower Works. 

Q. Does he also work in the Chipping Department? A. 
He does. 

13466 Q. Did he in July, 1937? A. He did. 

Q. Did he work in the Chipping Department dur¬ 
ing all of the year 1937 down to June 11th? A. He did. 

Q. Mr. Phillips, I show you Board’s Exhibit 29 in evi¬ 
dence in this case, and ask you if you ever saw a paper like 
that before. 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 29 was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. Yes, sir, I saw one like that, similar to that, and also 
read one in the Nevr York Times on the Sunday it was 
printed. 
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Q. Did you ever give a copy of that paper to Thomas 
Updyke? A. I did, 1 gave it to him as an elected repre¬ 
sentative just to show him what the men of the other plants 
thought of the representative Plan of Representation, the 
Employees ’ Plan of Representation. 

Mr, Rose: Can we have the conversation ? 

The Witness: The only conversation was, this was lay¬ 
ing on my desk when I went in one morning and Tom hap¬ 
pened to be in my office. I said, “Tom, you might be in¬ 
terested in this.’’ 

I said, “Here is a copy, somebody laid it on my desk 
here, it shows what the other plants, or all the plants 

13467 of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation think of their 
representative Plan.” 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What was the date on which that 
article appeared in the newspaper? A. I believe it was 
in March some time, shortly after the election, the date on 
here is the 22nd, I imagine it was about that time. 

Q. Now, you said something about Sunday? A. I read 
it, I always buy the New York Times and I read it in the 
Sunday paper at home. 

Q. Do you know what day of the wek March 22nd was? 
A. I couldn’t tell you ofiQian.d, no, except the paper is pub¬ 
lished on Sunday, that is, I read it on a Sunday. 

Q. Can you tell from that paper on what date it appeared, 
what day of the month it appeared? A. It’s got marked 
here March 22nd, I judge that would be it, that is, March 
21st, March 21st—the article says March 21st. 

Q. Now, I show you a calendar, a 1937 calendar, direct¬ 
ing your attention to March, and ask you if that refreshes 
your memory any as to when you first saw the article? 

(Thereupon, a calendar was passed to the witness.) 

A. I would say the 21st, that was on a Sunday, it 

13468 may have been either one,—well, I will say it was on 
the 21st. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Mr. Moore, I think that the wit¬ 
ness ’ confusion, if there is any confusion, comes from the 
fact that the Board Exhibit 29 bears, in effect, two dates 
on it. I think if you care to, you might— 
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I said, ‘ ‘ All right, what is it you want ? ’ ’ 

He says, “We want STYj cents an hour and do away with 
the bonus.” 

13473 I said, “Don’t you think you should have made a 
request for this?” 

One of the chippcrs said, “Jaime, where is the petition?” 

He said, “I have got it in my pocket.” He said, “Did 
you over present it ?” He said, “No.” 

Q. Mr. Phillips, I show you Board’s Exhibit No. 28 in evi¬ 
dence in this case and ask you whether you saw that paper 
prior to this morning other than perhaps at a distance in 
the court room here? 

(Board’s Exhibit No. 28 was passed to the witness.) 

A. No, sir, this is the first time I have ever seen this 
petition. 

Q. Well now, have you told us the complete conversation; 
was anything else said? A. 1 told them I would have to 
have a little lime to consider that, it was a very unusual 
request. It meant a change in the manner of computing the 
earnings of the chippcrs, more or less fundamental, and 
quite different from the procedure that we have always 
paid them on. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not Updyke did any 
talking at that conference? A. He done very little talking, 
in fact, I don’t remember him talking any, they wouldn’t 
let him talk. 

Mr. Moore: Will you let me have that answer, please? 

13474 (The reporter repeated the answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I might correct that he tried to talk and 
they wouldn’t let him, they said they were handling it. 

Q. (By Mr Moore) You mean by “they” the other ehip- 
pers? A. Mr. Jaime and Mr. Ignots. 

Q. Well now, you told them you wanted some time, as I 
understand it, to think about the matter; did you fix any 
particular time? A. I told them I might be able to give 
them an answer at eleven o ’clock the next day, if it was pos¬ 
sible. 

Q. What did they do? A. They went home, the Chip¬ 
ping Department all went home that night and didn’t work, 
that was the night of the 10th. 
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Q. Now, do I understand from that, after they left your 
office they wont back to the Chipping Department and then 
went home? A. Yes, they went home. 

Q. Well, when did you next hear from them or any of 
them regarding this matter of change in wages? A. I 
didn’t hear from either of them, I did hear from Nick 
Pishter who was working on the 11th. 

Q. Do you mean by that that Jaime and Ignots and Up- 
dyke did not come out for work on the 11th? A. They 

13475 did not. 

Q. Well, will you explain what you mean by you 
did hear from Pishter, Nick Pishter? A. About ten min¬ 
utes of eleven Nick Pishter come over to my office and 
wanted to know whether I could give him an answer. I told 
him, “No,” I wasn’t able to arrive at an answer and 1 
would have to have more time to consider it, 

Q. Did he say that he had been trying to see you earlier 
in the day? A. He didn’t say anything to me, he might 
have tried to contact me but I might have been at the Wire 
Mill at that time. 

Q. But you hadn’t heard from him directly? A. No, sir. 

Q. Until ten minutes before eleven? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you remember when next after you saw Updyke in 
your office on June 10th you saw him? A. I didn’t see Up¬ 
dyke after that, they went home at eleven o’clock that morn¬ 
ing, they didn’t work, that is on the 10th. On the night of 
the 11th, you know what happened, they all struck. I didn’t 
see Updyke after that until between July 6th and the 10th 
on Main Street. 

Q. Did you see him at that time to speak to him? 

13476 A. I did. 

Q. Did you say anything to him when you saw 
him? A. I did, I said, “Tom, when are you coming to 
work?” “Well,” he said, “T will tell you, Mr. Phillips,” 
he says, “the wife is going to have a baby and if I go to 
work now I will lose relief and I would have to hire some¬ 
body to take care of her, and I am going to wait until that 
event happens.” 

Q. Now, I am not sure that it is clear when you saw Up¬ 
dyke last before that time you saw him on Main Street. A. 
On the 10th. 

Q. On the 10th? A. The 10th. 
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Q. And that was— A. The afternoon of the 10th. 

Q. That was after the eonferenee which you had had with 
him? A. That^s right. 

Q. Which you have described and which had broken up? 
A. That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: That’s all. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I show you Board’s Exhibit 29 in evi¬ 
dence, ^Ir, Phillips, and ask you where you had received a 
copy like Board’s Exhibit 29 which you had on your 

13477 desk in the month of March, 1937 ? 

(Board’s Exhibit 29 was passed to the witness.) 

A. I found a copy of it laying on my desk. 

Q. Do you know how it got there? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know who brought it to you ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Was there any memorandum or letter attached to it 
when you found it? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you inquire as to where it came from? A. It is 
customary for my clerk to open all my mail set on my desk 
for me. 

Q. Please answer my question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

The Witness: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 
The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you have any idea where it came 
from? A. No, sir. 

Q. I didn’t hear the answer. A. No, sir, 

Q. Do you attend the lunch table conferences of 

13478 the superintendents at the Cambria Plant that are 
held daily? A. Ido. 

Q. And how long have you attended them? A, Oh, for 
years. 

Mr. Moore: I suppose, Mr. Examiner, we are not bound 
by Mr. Rose’s testimony that they are held daily. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I object to that sort of thing, Mr. 
Examiner, I don’t think it is a fair statement. I am asking 
this man questions. If I wasn’t correct the witness is at 
liberty to correct me. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Are they held daily, Mr. Phillips? 
A. No, sir, we met there daily, but they are not office con¬ 
ferences, we go there for our lunch, 

Q. You have lunch there daily, don’t you? A. Yes, ex¬ 
cept Saturdays. 

Q. How many men are there? A. Superintendents. 

Q. How many superintendents ? A. Might be about sev¬ 
enteen men. 

13479 Q. Have you any meetings there? A. We dis¬ 
cussed things there. 

Q. You discussed things that occurred in the plant? A. 
That is, working conditions in the plant—that is, orders and 
customers, getting out our product. 

Q. What name do you use to refer to these lunch table 
conferences? Am I correct in using that expression? A. 
I don’t think you are. We have to eat some place, and we 
oat at the office. 

Q. Do you all have to eat together? A. Not always. 
Some come in late. Some are gone before I get there. 
When I am gone some of the others come in. 

Q. Did these lunch table meetings, or eating lunch to¬ 
gether of the superintendents, occur in 1937? A. Yes. 
1936,1935, 1934—so far as I am concerned. 

Q. How long did your first conversation with Mr. Ignots 
that you told us about last? A. Not very long. Possibly 
ten minutes. 

Q. How long did the second one last? A. About the 
same. 

Q. Did you contribute any money to the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee? A. Yes, sir. 

13480 Q. How much did you contribute? A. $25. and 
$50. 

Mr. Rose: May I have that read. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Total, $75. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did I understand you to say the first 
contribution was $25, and the second one was $50? A. Yes, 
Q. To whom did you give the second contribution? A. 
Mr. Faunce. 
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Q. When -was that? A. Some time in the first part of 
July, I would say, as near as I can remember. 

Q. Where were you at the time; do you recall? A. At 
Mr. Evans’ oflSce. 

Q. Who else was present, do you recall? A. Several of 
the superintendents. I do not just recall. 

Q. Do you recall any of their names? A. No, not right 
now. I don’t. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Evans? A, 
!Mr. Evans said, “Harry, ^Ir. Faunce and Mr. Reploglc of 
the Citizens’ Committee have asked me to contact you fel¬ 
lows to see if you could make a donation to the 

13481 Citizens’ Committee.” I said, “Sure.” 

Q. Was that at the time you gave him the $50? 
A. I gave him the $50. the next day. I did not have it 
with me. 

Q. Where did that conversation take place? A. At Mr. 
Evans’ office. 

Q. Are you a member of the Johnsto^^^l Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. I am. 

Q. How long have you been a member? A. I have been 
a member of that two years, and I have been a member 
previous to that. 

Q. Were vou a member during June and Julv, 1937? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did you pay for your membership? A. I did not. 

Q. Do you know who paid for your membership? A. I 
do not. 

Q. Don’t you know that the Bethlehem Steel Company 
paid for it ? A. I do not. 

Q. You had no idea? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever ask anybody who paid for it? A. I did 
not. 

13482 Q. Weren’t you interested? A. No. 

Q. When did you learn that you were a member? 
A. AVhen I received a membership card in the mail at my 
home. 

Q. What did the membership card state, do you recall? 
A. That I was just a member, and signed by the secretary. 

Q. Did it mention the name, Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you got it with you? A. No, sir. 
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Q. You referred to a conversation you had, I believe you 
said, on June 10th, with certain chippers. Was Nick 
Fishter present at that time? A. Yes. 

Q. Did he speak? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he say ? A. He corroborated the statements 
of Mr. Jaime and Mr. Ignots, that the men wanted an hour 
rate. He wasn’t particularly interested. He just said 
what the men were after. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there anything further? 

Mr. Moore: No. 

13483 Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Phillips, at this 
June 10th conference with the chippers, or at any other 
time on June 10th, did you tell Mr. Fishter you would have 
an answer for him by eleven o’clock on June 11th? A. I 
told him there, when I made the statement, I would try to 
have an answer by eleven o’clock on the 11th. 

Q. Now, on the 11th, did you send for Mr. Fishter in the 
morning? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you tell any one in your ofiice to tell Mr. Fishter 
to come in? A. No, sir. 

13484 Q. What time did you see Mr. Fishter? A. I 
would say, about ten to eleven he came in my office. 

Q. What did you tell him at that time, and what did he 
tell you? A. He said, “Have you an answer for the men?” 

I said, “No. The time has been a little short. I haven’t 
been able to arrive at an answer.’’ I said, “The demand 
is so unusual, it is impossible to give you an answer on such 
short notice.” 

Q. Did you take the matter up with somebody else ? A. I 
would have to, because it was a matter of increase in wages. 
All I could do is recommend. 

Q. Did you, in fact, take it up with somebody else? A. 
I did not. I was not able to contact anyone. 

Q. You say you did not take it up with anyone? A. No. 

Q. Whom did you attempt to contact, if anyone? A. I 
would have contacted the management’s representative. 

Q. You say, you would have? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you attempt to contact the management’s repre¬ 
sentative? A. Yes. 
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13485 Q. Mr. Evans, at that time? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. What efforts did you make to contact him? A. 
Over the ’phone. 

Q. Whom did you speak to over the ’phone, if anyone? 
A. His secretary, who said he was not in. 

Q. What time of the day did you speak to him ? A. On 
the 10th—after five o’clock, and also in the morning, 

Q. You mean, on the 11th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. AVere you told on both times that he was not in? A. 
He was not in when I called. 

Q. Did you leave your name when you called? A. Yes. 
I had to leave, to go to the AVire Mill— 

Q. You had to go to the AA'ire Alill? A. I had to go to 
the AVire Mill. I had both plants to supervise. 

Q. AA^as any message received in your oflSce that Mr. 
Evans had returned your call? A. Not to my knowledge. 
Q. Do you know if Mr. Evans was in the city on the 10th 
or the 11th? A. I could not tell you. 

13486 Q. Have you any idea? A. I haven’t any idea. 

Q. AA’hen you called and left word that you were 

calling, did you say anything about the fact that this was 
an urgent matter? A. I did. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans ever speak to you about this matter? 
A. I contacted him later. 

Q. AVhen? A. On the 12th, after the men had gone home 
—on the 11th. 

Q. Now, Air. Phillips, I think you said that when the chip- 
pers came in, the ten chippers, I think you said— A. About 
that. 

Q. (Continuing) —on June 10th, you asked them whether 
they had taken the matter up through their representative. 
Do I understand you correctly? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. AAliat did you mean by that? A. They have a repre¬ 
sentative over there to take up all of their grievances, but 
they do not necessarily have to take them up through thenn 
Q. Did you think at that time the matter should have 
come to you through a representative? AA’as that your idea? 
A. Not necessarily. 

13487 Q. Do you know the procedure for taking up 
grievances under the Plan.’ A. Certain points as 

far as concerns my jurisdiction. 
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Q. What would your jurisdiction bef A. As a superin¬ 
tendent, I can discuss the grievances with the men, either 
recommend them or turn them down. 

Q. If you turn them down, do you happen to know what 
comes of the matter after that? A. I do not. 

Q. Are you on any Joint Committee under the Plan? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you tell us, please, what Joint Committee or 
Committees? A. No. 3. 

Mr. Moore: Is that at the present time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: At the present time. No. 3—Safety, Pen¬ 
sions and Relief. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Who is the chairman of 
the committee? A. I do not recall, but I think, Mr. God¬ 
dard. 

Q. Who is he? A. The safety director. 

Q. When was the last meeting of that committee I 
134S8 held? Do you know? A. Sometime in January, the 
last Joint meeting. 

Q. I am referring, of course, to Joint meetings, because 
I understand you are a member of the Joint Committee? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was that meeting held, Mr. Phillips? A. Over 
in the office on Washington Street, where the dis 2 )ensary is, 
on the second floor. 

Q. How long have you been a member of that commit¬ 
tee? A. About two years—possibly three on that commit¬ 
tee. 

Q. Were they consecutive years? A. Yes. 

Q. That is, it would be either the Plan vear 1936 and 1937, 
or possibly 1935-1936 ? A. 1935-1936; 1936-1937; 1937-1938. 

Q. Have any special meetings of that committee been 
held during the time you have been a member? A. We have 
had special meetings held to pass on pension applications. 

Q. Who called those special meetings, if you know? A. 

I could not tell you, otfliand. I get my information over the 
’phone to attend the meetings. 

Q. Who, over the ’phone, gives you that information? 

A. Sometimes Mr. Evans, sometimes the chairman 
13489 of my board, and sometimes the chairman of the gen¬ 
eral body. 
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Q. Now, have you attended so far as you know all of the 
regular meetings held during the Plan year 1937 and 1938? 
A. No, I think I missed one, maybe two. 

Q. With reference to the meetings themselves, about how 
many, tell me how long do they last? A. About an hour. 

Q. Do you know whether matters are taken up at any 
meeting, or if inconvenient, are carried over to fhe next 
regular meeting, or what disposition is made of such mat¬ 
ters, if any? A, There are very few carried over. 

13490 Q. Do you recall any? A. Not to my knowledge in 
the three years I have been on there. 

Q. You do not think any were carried over? A. No. 

Q. As I understand it, you had a conversation, several 
conversations, in fact, ^vith Mr. Ignots in the summer, was 
it, of 1936, concerning— A. I believe July, 1936. 

Q. —concerning certain of his activities in the mill? A. 
That is right. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, he did not say several. He 
said two. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two. You are quite correct. 
Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Had you ever received 
any instructions from any of your superiors concerning 
what the employees would be permitted to do with respect 
to any union activities? A. No, sir. 

Q. AVere the instructions or orders to Mr. Ignots your 
own, in the sense— A. It is my duty to superintendent 
and see that cvervbodv does his dutv. 

Q. Why did you think, then, that Mr. Ignots was 

13491 not doing what he should do? A. From the informa¬ 
tion I received from the foreman—both foremen— 

he was not doing his duty. He was running around the 
plant on company time. 

I did not see him personally, and was checking on him, 
and was wondering when it would cease. 

Q. Did you consider his activities wrong for doing that 
on company time? A. Yes, and on company property. 

Q. WTbiy did you consider them wrong? A. I don’t think 
he is out to work. He is out to run around. 

Q. Do you know whether elections under the Employees’ 
E-epresentation Plan have ever been held in your part of 
the mill? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Were those elections held during working hours? A. 
Yes, sir, 

Mr. Moore: Just what do you mean by that, that the 
booths were set up there during wo-rking hours ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, that the booths were set 
up during working hours, and tellers were there during 
working hours. 

The Witness: Wo were told by the management’s rep¬ 
resentative that the No. 1 Standing Committee, the 

13492 Rules Committee would contact us in order to hold 
an election, and cooperate with them so they would 

not interfere with any operation of the plant, which I in¬ 
structed my two assistants to do in case they could con¬ 
tact me. 

Q. You mean, they— A. The superintendent of the 
Lower Works, Mr. Gallagher, and my assistant superin¬ 
tendent of the Wire Mill, ^Ir. Ward, and when the commit¬ 
tee came there when I wasn’t there, I gave them what the 
instructions were to be. 

Q. Do you know if any employees in the mill, in your 
department, voted under the Plan—either nominations or 
elections—during their working hours? A. I do not. 

Q. Did you ever give any instructions to any of your 
inferiors, your inferior sujjervisory force concerning that 
matter? A. I told them that they could not interfere with 
the men; that the men would have to vote on their own 
time. 

Q. The men would have to vote on their own time? A. 
Yes, sir, or any spell periods, or anything they had. 

Q. What do you mean by spell periods ? A. In the mill 
we generally had a spell man. There are times a man has 
his machine running, and he can get away, like run- 

13493 ning wire. 

Q, How much time in an eight-hour turn would be 
taken up in the aggregate by the so-called siDell period? A. 
I imagine, during the day, fifteen or twenty minutes; in 
some cases a little more. 

Q. Was it your instructions, then, that if the men wanted 
to vote during their turn they would vote during the spell 
period? A. It was up to the men. We did not issue in¬ 
structions for them to vote or not. That was their priv¬ 
ilege. 
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Q. Did you instruct that the men be permitted to leave 
their work? A. No, sir. 

Q. Just what were your instructions? A. The instruc- 
tio-ns were—if the men had an opportunity, to vote. In 
other words, they did not instruct the men to do anything. 
It was up to the men if they had that time. The foremen 
and everybody were instructed not to interfere with the 
voting in any way. 

Q. You say, if they had an opportunity, if they had the 
time, but did that time occur? A. That would be up to the 
employees, to know when he had a spell. 

13494 Q. Have you ever seen on the bulletin boards, min¬ 
utes of the Employees’ Representation Plan? A. 

Not for the last year or more. 

Q. Had you ever seen them prior to that time? A. Pos¬ 
sibly in 1935 I had seen them. 

Q. Did you ever give any instructions as to whether or 
not those minutes should be permitted to remain up? A. 
I did not. 

Q. Referring to Board’s Exhibit No. 17, when you saw 
that on the bulletin board, I think you so testified— A. I 
saw it when it was put up. 

Q. Did you give any instructions as to whether or not 
it should be permitted to remain up ? A. I did not, 

Q. If you saw something improper on the bulletin board, 
would you give instructions to take it down ? A. I would 
try to find out who put it up, and if he did not take it 
down, I would myself. 

Q. Do I understand that you considered Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit No. 17 proper and material on the bulletin board? A. 
It was taken down. 

Q. How long did it remain up ? A. I would say it wasn’t 
up very long. I could not tell you. I only saw it once. 
When I next passed it may have been down. When 

13495 I looked at the bulletin board a couple of weeks after 
it wasn’t up. 

Q. Did you, in the course of your practice make inquir¬ 
ies to find out who put it up ? A. In this case I did not. 

Q. In this case you did not? A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not? A. Possibly it slipped my memory. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. Possibly it slipped my mem¬ 
ory. I did not consider it at that time. 
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Q. Did you think it was improperly put up? A. I did i 
not think so. 

Q. Why not? Does the fact that it is signed, or purports 
to be signed by the Bethlehem Steel Company have any¬ 
thing to do with your decision? A. Not necessarily. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Have you any questions, Mr, Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Just a second—^nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Mr, Rose: Yes, 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) In answer to a question by Mr. 
Bloom, I believe you said, “We were told the No. 

13496 1 Committee would contact us concerning the elec¬ 
tions.” A. Yes, 

Q. Whom did you mean by “we”? A. What is the ques¬ 
tion, please? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: “We” I said; not “me”, 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Who told you that? A. Mr. Evans, 
prior to the election. 

Q. Where were you when he told you that? A. In my 
office. 

Q. Did he come to your office? A. No, he came—^he 
’phoned. 

Q. Tell us in detail what he said. A. He told me on the 
’phone, the No, 1 Standing Committee will contact you in 
regard to holding an election in the Lower Works Division, 
and also rod and wire. He said, “Cooperate with them in | 
seeing that the booths and stuff were located so it would 
not interfere with any of the plant operation.” 

Q. Was that the entire conversation? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you say anything? A. Me? 

13497 Q. Yes. A. I did not. 

Q. Was that in March, 1937, to the best of your 
recollection ? A. To the best of my knowledge. | 

Q. Before the nominations or elections? A, Before the j 
nominations, yes, sir. [ 
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Q. Again referring to Board’s Exhibit No. 29 in evi¬ 
dence. Did you see any other copies similar to Board’s 
Exhibit No. 29 in evidence other than the one you say you 
found on your desk? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Moore: I am not sure, Mr. Examiner. He said he 
read the articles in the newspaper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The New York Times. 

Mr. Rose: Obviously, I am not referring to what Mr. 
Phillips read in the New York Times. I am referring to 
the exhibit, or copy of it. 

Mr. Moore: I wanted to make sure that was the ease. 

Mr. Rose: I think it was clear. 

No further questions. 

Mr. Moore: I have just one. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you have these luncheons 
13498 at the Locust Street office on Sundays? A. No, sir. 

Q. When you said they were daily luncheons, what 
did you mean? A. I go there for my lunch possibly five 
days a week. 

Mr. Moore: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just one question. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) "^Vhen you spoke to Mr. 
Ignots in July, 1936, did you tell him that he could talk to 
the men during his spell periods? A. "We do not have 
any spell periods. The only spell periods you have there is 
when he goes possibly for a drink of water or to the toilet. 
At that time they had lunch periods. Now they do not. We 
pay them for the lunch periods. They had them for half an 
hour. 

Q. Did your instructions to him include the lunch pe¬ 
riod? A. I do not think it would be proper on company 
property. 

Q. Wliy not? A. I do not think so. That is only my 
judgment. I was not instructed. That was just my judg¬ 
ment. 

Q. As I understand it—correct me if I am wrong—^your 
instructions to him were based—^weren’t they based on the 
fact that his activities during working hours interfered 
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13499 with production? A. Yes. I was told he was doing 
it during working hours. 

Q. If these activities occurred during lunch hour—^have 
they occurred during lunch hour? A. He might have been 
doing it during lunch hour, and it would not have been re¬ 
ported. 

Q. If he tried to get men to sign up for the union during 
lunch hour— A. He could possibly have done that, 

Q. How could that have interfered with production? A. 
Not at all. He could possibly have done it. 

Q. Do you still think this activity during the lunch hour 
would have been improper on company property? A. No. 

Mr. Moore: I don't think your word ‘‘still” is clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, is he still of the opinion 
as to such activities at that time? 

Mr, Moore: That implies he had that opinion at that 
time. He hasn't said so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he said so when he said 
—if I am wrong correct me—as I understood his testimony 
he did not think his activities were proper on company 
property as well as on company time. 

Mr. Moore: He said they reported to him Mr. 

13500 Ignots was going about through the plant using a 
considerable amount of time, and that did interfere 

and he did not think it proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't think the record shows 
that. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Phillips, have you 
previously said you thought it would have been improper 
for him to engage in these activities on company time ? If 
you said that, did you mean that? A. No, and he could 
possibly do it without any interference in his lunch period. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. That is all. 

Mr. Moore: That is ail. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all; thank you. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will have a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 
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13501 Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 
Mr. Ford: Mr, Dettling, will you take the stand, 

please? 

Karl W, Dettling a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you give us your full name, 
please, Mr. Dettling! A. Karl W. Dettling; K-a-r-l W. 

Q. How do you spell your last name? A. D-e-t-t-l-i-n-g. 
Q. What is your address? A. 605 Maple Avenue, Johns¬ 
town, 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Dettling? A. Foreman 
of the Franklin 134" Mill of the Bethlehem Steel Company, 
turn foreman of the Franklin 134" Mill. 

Q. Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant. 

Q. WTiat are your duties as turn foreman, Mr. Dettling? 
A. I supervise the heating, rolling, laying out, shearing, 
finishing and shipment of steel plates. 

Q. Who is your immediate superior? A. Mr. Harry 

13502 A. Marley. 

Q. Did you have the same position in the months 
of June and July, 1937 ? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Have you had the same position from that time up to 
the present time? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Has Mr. Marley been your immediate superior since 
the month of June, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, since the month of June, I include the month 
of June, too, he was your superior during the month of 
June, 1937, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q, Are there any other foremen in the plate mill at the 
present time? A. Only one, Mr. M. D. Ryan. 

Q. Is he also a turn foreman? A. He is also a turn fore¬ 
man. 

Q. And was he a turn foreman in the month of June, 
1937 ? A. He was, 

Q. Has he been turn foreman ever since? A. Yes, sir, 
he has been. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Andy Teno? A. 
Yes, I know Andy Teno as a former shear helper in 

13503 the Fra nklin Plate Mill. 
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Q. Do you know John Kozak? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know— A. I know John as having worked at 
the Plate Mill up until the time of the strike, John Kozak, 
yes. 

Q. Did you see Andy Teno on June 30, 1937 ? A. Did I 
see Andy Teno? 

Q. Yes. A. I saw Andy Teno at noon on June 30th, 1937, 
when I was on my way home to lunch. 

Q. Well, were you on foot or in an automobile? A, I was 
in my car and as I came to the point on Maple Avenue di¬ 
rectly opposite from where Teno lived he was in the street 
and waved to me to stop. 

Q. Did you stop? A. I did. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him? A. Teno asked 
me whether he still had his job in the Plate Mill. I told 
him that as far as I knew he did. He wanted to know if 
he could come to work. I told him that he would have to 
first come to the mill at seven o ’clock in the morning, any 
morning at seven o’clock, when Mr. Eyan and I were both 
there, to register for work so that we could then 
13504 schedule him in his proper place. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that was said at 
that time, either by you or by Teno? A. I do not. 

Mr. Shawe: Can I have the last question and answer, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Dettling, did you say to Teno 
during that conversation or at any other time in words 
or in substance, Let’s see you work on No. 3 turn, I think 
No. 3 turn starts tomorrow morning at seven o’clock. You 
report for work at seven o’clock.” A. I did not. 

Q. Did you make any of those statements at that time 
or any other time? A. I never made any statement like 
that. 

Q. Did Teno tell you during that conversation or at any 
other time in words or substance that he would be out to 
work on the morning of July 1,1937? A. He didn’t. 

Q. When did you next see Teno ? A. I saw Teno the next 
morning, the morning of July 1st. I saw him at the Frank¬ 
lin OflSce Gate. He was standing there with John 
Kozak. 
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13505 Q. Were you on your way into the plant or out of 
the plant, or where were you going? A. No, sir, I 

was on iny way home after having finished the night turn. 

Q. Was anybody with you? A. Mr. M. D. Ryan was with 
me. 

Q. And Teno and Kozak were both together, were they? 
A. Yes, sir, they were, Teno and Kozak were both together. 

Q. Where had they been just prior to that time? A. 
Well, it seemed to me— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to what it seemed to me, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I don’t think this witness can answer that question. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) When you first saw them, were they 
standing at the gate or had they walked to the gate from 
some other point? A. When I first saw them they were 
walking toward the gate from the opposite side of the 
street. 

Q. Was there anything said at that time by any of the 
four men that were there, including yourself? A. Teno 
said, “That is a hell of a way, a fellow come to re- 

13506 port for work, then get beat up.” He said, “The 
God-damn Military should be on the inside of the 

fence instead of out here,” meaning, I think, the several 
State Police who were stationed across the street. 

Q, Did Kozak say anything? A. Kozak did not. 

Q. Well, was anything further said by Teno— 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, let’s have the conver¬ 
sation by this gentleman and Mr. Ryan, let’s have the 
sequence of the conversation rather than everything that 
Mr. Teno said. I don’t think that it makes for a clear 
record. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I am examining this witness, 
I think I have a right to develop this conversation the way 
I see fit. 

13507 Mr. Shawe: I don’t think the respondents should 
confuse the record, though, and have this witness 

tell us a one-sided conversation when everybody partici¬ 
pated in the discussion. 

Mr. Ford: There is nothing in the record through the 
testimony of this witness to show that everybody did par¬ 
ticipate in any discussion. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I am sure they did. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what is the objection to 
having a conversation in the order in which it occurred, Mr. 
Ford? 

Mr. Ford: I understand that it occurred in the order in 
which I am developing it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not ask him the conver¬ 
sation? 

Mr. Ford: I already asked that question. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, have you told us the 
whole conversation then of all the parties there? 

The Witness: Yes, I have. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well now, did either Teno or Kozak 
or both of them say anything with reference to going back 
to the Plate Mill? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, he has already an¬ 
swered the question, he said he has told us the entire 
13508 conversation. Now is respondents’ counsel trying 
to tell the witness that he said something else? Let 
the witness testify. 

Mr. Ford: The witness apparently has exhausted his 
independent recollection, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: If Mr. Ford wants to take the witness 
stand, let him take the witness stand and let him be sworn 
before he gives any testimony in these procedings. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Shawe: The man is giving us a conversation, and 
he told us he hasn’t said, the witness hasn’t even partici¬ 
pated in the discussion— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, when a man says 
that he has told the whole conversation what else is there 
to ask, him? 

Mr. Ford: I understand the law to be that you can 
direct his attention to specific statements after he ex¬ 
hausts— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he hasn’t exhausted his 
recollection, he said that he has told the whole conversa¬ 
tion, that is, he has exhausted it, and what is there to re¬ 
fresh his recollection on? If there is any such rule of evi¬ 
dence I would be delighted to see it. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I always understood that it was so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I just say if there is 
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13509 any such rule in any text book on evidence, I would 
be delighted to see it, because I am certainly misin¬ 
formed at the present time. I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What happened after this conversa¬ 
tion took place, Mr. Dettling? A. A man by the name of 
Rozanick came over towards—in fact, joined Teno and 
Kozak and immediately walked away and went to my home, 
I walked away and went to my home. Ryan had already 
left previous to that and gone across the street. 

Q. Do you know how to spell Rozanick? A. No, I do not, 
I know him by name, that is all. 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Ryan say at that time or at any other 
time in words or substance, “Them fellows had to go 
through a hell of a lot and do you think you fellows are 
going to get away without getting any of it? You will have 
to take it too.’’ A. I did not. 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Ryan say at that time or at any 
other time in words or substance, ‘‘You fellows will have 
to come back in again ? ” A. I did not. 

Q. Did you hear Teno say at that time or at any other 
time in words or substance, “Come back in and get another 
beating, I will not come back in to get another beating?” 

Mr. Shawe : Mr. Examiner, I hesitated to object 

13510 to the first two questions, I think this is getting evi¬ 
dence in through the back door. This man has told 

us all the conversation that took place on that occasion. 
Now he is trying to find out if he made other certain state¬ 
ments or if he didn’t make certain other statements. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let this witness give us the 
conversation. 

Mr. Ford: I haven’t asked this witness a single ques¬ 
tion about any statements that he made. 

Mr. Shawe: You have asked him for the conversations 
that took place between the four parties that were present 
that morning and that included this gentleman and Mr. 
Ryan also. 

Mr. Ford: My present questions are broader than that 
single conversation. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you leave out of the 
question “at that time”. Limit it to any other time. In 
other words, I frankly don’t understand the purpose of 
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asking a man a conversation, then having him detail that 
conversation. If you find out from him whether that was 
all that was said, a man says that is all that was said, then 
you ask him specific questions— 

13511 Mr. Ford: Directed to the testimony given by the 
Board’s witnesses, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t care whose testimony it 
is directed to, you have asked this man what went on in 
the conversation. He has told us. Now you want to have 
a whole lot, a series of individual statements, questions— 
Mr. Ford: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the point? 

Mr. Ford: I want to be specific. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why ask the other questions 
then, why ask what went on in the conversation ? 

Mr. Ford: Well, I am directing his attention to specific 
testimony given by the Board’s witnesses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t care who gave the 
testimony. 

Mr. Ford: We ought to have an opportunity to have 
this witness deny specifically what the Board’s witness 
said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you have had the oppor¬ 
tunity and you have done it. 

Mr. Ford: We haven’t had the opportunity to have this 
witness deny the specific statements that were given by 
the Board’s witnesses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Hasn’t this witness said that 
was the entire conversation? 

13512 Mr. Ford: He has not denied specifically the 
statements by the Board’s witnesses. 

13513 Trial Examiner Bloom: Has he said that was the 
entire conversation at that time? 

Mr. Ford: He has. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: WTiy ask again? 

Mr. Ford: Because I wanted to deny specifically— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask him if he said it at any 
other time. If you don’t want to do it that way, make an 
offer of proof. 

Mr. Ford: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Dettling, did you hear Teno say 
at any other time in words or substance— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, make an offer of proof, 
not ask questions— 

Mr. Ford: I am following your suggestion that I direct 
my questions to other times. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you making the offer, or 
asking questions? 

Mr. Ford: What do you want me to do, make an offer? 
Trial Examiner Bloom; I don’t care. Are you going to 
make an offer of proof, or ask the questions? 

Mr, Ford: I will do anything— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As far as I am concerned, you 
don’t have to do anything, I just want to know if you are 
going to ask the witness questions or make an offer 

13514 of proof. 

Mr, Ford: Here is what I propose to do: Ask him 
questions directed to other occasions and make an offer of 
proof as to this conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Dettling, did you hear Teno say 
at any other time in words or substance, “Come back in 
and get another beating, I will not come back and get an¬ 
other beating”? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you hear Kozak at any time other than the occa¬ 
sion of this conversation say to Mr. Ryan in words or sub¬ 
stance, “That is a hell of a thing to do, tell a man to—I 
asked you about my work on the phone and you told me to 
come over in the morning and when I come over they beat 
a man up”? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you hear Mr, Ryan say at any other time, that 

is, any time other than the occasion of this conversation, 
say in words or substance, “Those fellows went through 

it, you fellows have to go through it”? A. I did not, I 
never heard any such thing. 

Mr. Ford: Mr, Examiner, I now offer to prove by the 
testimony of this witness now on the stand that if he were 
permitted to answer three questions similar to the 

13515 last three questions, but restricted to the occasion of 
the conversation that he has already told us about, 

he would give substantially the same answers as he has 
given to the last three questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Have you seen Teno since July 1, 
1937, Mr. Dettling? A. No, I have not, except on the street, 
driving a truck, coal truck or some sort of a truck on the 
street, that is all. 

Q. Did you speak to him at that time? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you seen Kozak since July 1st? A. I saw Kozak 
at noon on September 1st, Wednesday, September 1st. He 
was at my home waiting to see me when I came home for 
dinner. He said he had been up to the mill to see Mr. How¬ 
ells in regard to going to work and Mr. Howells had told 
him to see his foreman. That was his reason for coming to 
see me. He wanted to find out if he could obtain world in 
some other department in the plant other than the Frank¬ 
lin 134" Plate Mill. 

I told him I did not know of any vacancies existing in 
any department at that time. Kozak then asked me if he 
should be able to secure employment in another de- 
13516 partment, could he get a transfer? I told him I 
would be very glad to give him a transfer to any de¬ 
partment where he would obtain work. 

Q. Do you recall anything else that was said? A. I do 
not. 

Q. Have you spoken to Kozak since that time? A. I 
have not. 

Q. Did you say to Kozak when you saw him on Septem¬ 
ber first or at any other time, in words or substance, *‘I 
don’t see why Howells can’t do something for you, he is 
the superintendent and I am only the foreman”? A. No, 
sir, I did not. 

Q. Did Kozak at that time or at any other time say to 
you in words or substance that he could not see why Mr. 
Howells could not give him a job? A. He did not. 

Q. Did Kozak at that time say to you, at that time or at 
any other time, say to you in words or substance, “I didn’t 
do anybody no harm”? A. Will you repeat that, please? 

Mr. Ford: Will you read the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Oh, I believe he said something to the 
etfect that he did not do anything to anyone. 
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13517 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you say to Kozal^ at that 
time or at any other time in words or in substance, 

“Well, you know how it is, almost all the men were work¬ 
ing during the strike, it seems like it is almost all filled up 
in the plate milP’? A. I did not, 

Q. Did Kozak say to you at that time or at any other 
time in words or substance, “I will take a job some place 
else in the Open Hearth or on the railroad”? A. Kozak 
did not mention any particular department, he was inter¬ 
ested only in securing work in some other department, other 
than the Franklin Plate Mill. He did not mention any par¬ 
ticular department in which he would like to worly 
Q. Did you say to Kozak at that time or at any other 
time in words or substance, “Well, I will see Mr. Howells 
and see what he can do for you”? A. I did not. 

Q. Mr. Dettling, I am going to ask you a number of ques¬ 
tions that are somewhat similar, and before I begin I shall 
explain to you what I mean when I shall use in such ques¬ 
tions the phrase, “A person acting in a supervisory ca¬ 
pacity,” and what I mean when I shall use in such ques¬ 
tions the word “employee.” 

W’hen I use the phrase, ‘ ‘ A person acting in a su- 

13518 pervisory capacity,” I mean a person having au¬ 
thority on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Company to 

contract or arrange for employment or to terminate em¬ 
ployment or to discipline an employee of that company for 
poor workmanship or for any other reason, or to fix or 
agree upon wages or hours of work or working conditions, 
or to schedule an employee of that company for work. 

^Mien I use the word “employee”, I mean any person 
who at any time has been in the emplopnent of Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

Do you understand my definitions of the two expressions, 
Mr. Dettling? A, I do. 

13519 Q. Did you ever directly or indirectly suggest to 
any employee that he lay hands upon either John 

Kozak or Andy Teno or beat or molest them or either of 
them in anv wav? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you ever directly or indirectly advise any em¬ 
ployee to lay hands upon either Johin Kozak or Andy 
Teno? 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I have a standing ob¬ 
jection to these questions so as to save time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) —or beat or molest them or either of 
them in any way? A. I did not. 

Q, Did you ever directly or indirectly request any em¬ 
ployee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy Teno 
or beat or molest them or either of them in any way? A. I 
did not. 

Q. Did you ever directly or indirectly order or direct any 
employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno or beat or molest them or either of them in any way? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Did any person acting in a supervisory capac- 

13520 ity ever, in so far as you know, directly or indirectly, 
suggest to any employee that he lay hands upon 

either John Kozak or Andy Teno or beat or molest them or 
either of them in any way? A. No. 

Q. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
in so far as you know, directly or indirectly, advise any 
employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno or beat or molest them or either of them in any way? 
A. No. 

Q. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
in so far as you know, directly or indirectly, request any 
employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno or beat or molest them or either of them, in any way? 
A. No. 

Q. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
in so far as you know, directly or indirectly, order or direct 
any employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno or beat or molest them or either of them, in any way ? 
A. No. 

Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno and 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any 

13521 person acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly 
or indirectly suggested or intended to suggest to any 

employee that he lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno or beat or molest them or either of them in any way? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno and 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any person 
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acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly 
advised or intended to advise any employee to lay hands 
upon either John Kozak or Andy Teno, or beat or molest 
them or either of them in any way? A. I did not. 

Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno and 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any person 
acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly 
requested or intended to request any employee to lay hands 
upon either John Kozak or Andy Teno, or beat or molest 
them or either of them in any way ? A. I did not. 

Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno and 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any person 
acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly 
ordered or directed or intended to order or direct any em¬ 
ployee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 

13522 Teno or beat or molest them or either of them in any 
way? A. I did not. 

Mr. Shawe: What was that last answer? 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Dettling, did you see anyone lay 
hands upon either John Kozak or Andy Teno or beat or 
molest them or either of them in any way on July 1, 1937, 
or at any other time ? A. I did not. 

Q. Prior to the time that you saw Teno and Kozak on 
July 1, did you believe that they, or either of them, would 
be molested in any way inside the plant? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Examiner, I am trying to get at 
this witness^ state of mind prior to the time that he saw 
these men, and it seems to me that that is the only possible 
way to do it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I -will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. P''ord) Prior to the time that you saw Teno 
and Kozak on July 1, 1937, did you have any reason to 
believe that they or either of them would be molested 

13523 in any way inside the plant? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Prior to the time that you saw Teno 
and Kozak on July 1, 1937, had you been informed that 
there was any likelihood that they or either of them would 
be molested in any way inside the plant? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Answer ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: I had not been informed. In fact, I was 
very much surprised when they told me at the gate. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to “surprised”. 

The Witness: That they had been beaten up. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the surprise of this witness, that 
is not responsive to the question. I move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what is in here 
now. Finish the question. 

The Witness: Well, I will say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beginning with “I was 
13524 very much surprised,” it goes out. 

Mr. Moore: Might we find out if the answer is 
completed before it is stricken out? 

(The reporter repeated the preceding answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Dettling, did you ever learn 
whether or not either Teno or Kozak, in fact, had been 
molested in any way when they were in the plant on July 1, 
1937? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, what does counsel mean by 
“learn, in fact.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I was never able to find out whether, if, or 
whether anything did happen to either of those men in the 
plant. From previous experience I found it very difficult to 
have one man tell on another one or squeal on one another, 
as we would term it in the plant. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike out his previous experience 
with these difficulties, Mr. Examiner. 
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Mr. Ford: It seems to me that that is a perfectly bit of 
evidence, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t see what connection that has with 
Mr. Kozak and Mr. Teno. 

Mr. Ford: Well, he was— 

13525 Mr. Shawe: It is a conclusion on the part of the 
witness. 

Mr, Ford: He was asked whether he ever learned some¬ 
thing, and he is answering a question explaining his answer, 
I think it is perfectly proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; It may be stricken, 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know George Fetzko, Mr, 
Dettling? A, Yes, sir, I do know George Fetzko. 

Q, How long have you known him? A. I have known 
George Fetzko for at least six years, I don’t know how 
much longer than that, if any longer than that. 

Q. Did you see George Fetzko in the Plate Mill on the 
morning of July 14th, 1937? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Had you seen him in the Plate Mill between June 11th 
and July 14th, 1937? A. Xo, sir, I did not. 

Q. Were you working on July 14th? A. I finished my 
turn at seven o’clock in the morning, the morning of July 
14th. I worked night turn the night previous to that and 
also the night of the 14th. I was on night turn that week. 

Mr. Ford; Will you read the last answer, please ? 

13526 (The reporter repeated the last answer as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what time had you started work 
on the night before the 14th? A. Nine o’clock. 

Q. That is nine o’clock the previous evening? A. Yes. 

Q. Nine o’clock in the evening, on July 13th, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then when did you work again, on July 14th. after 
seven o’clock in the morning? A. Nine o’clock the evening 
of the 14th. 

Q. Were you in Mr. Marley’s office on the morning of 
the 14th ? A. I was. 

Q. You were? A. I was in Mr. Marley’s office talking 
with Mr. ^larley over the production of the previous 
twenty-four hours. 
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Q. What time was that, approximately? A. That was 
shortly before seven o’clock, within a few minutes of seven 
o’clock. 

Q. Where had you been prior to that time? A. I was 
in my office until about 6:40 or 6:45. 

13527 Q. Did you go through the furnace house on your 
way from your office to Mr. Marley’s office? A. No, 

sir. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Marley in his office that morning? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him? A. We were 
talking over the production of the previous twenty-four 
hours, completion of orders, etcetera and etcetera. 

Q. Well, tell us what happened while you were there. A. 
While we were discussing the operation of the previous 
night, a crane man by the name of J. W. Yahnert came 
into the office. 

Mr. Shawe: Could we have the spelling, please, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know how to spell that? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you spell that, please? A. J. is 
the initial, W. initial, Y-a-h-n-e-r-t. He came into the office 
and said, “You better come out to the furnace house right 
away, looks like there is going to be some trouble out 
there.” 

Mr. Marley said, “What kind of trouble?” 

Yahnert said, “There is an awful crowd of men out there, 
I don’t know, but there is going to be some 

13528 trouble.” He then left, Yahnert. 

Mr. Marley and I then started for the furnace 
house. In the Plate Mill engine room we met Mr. M. D. 
Ryan. Mr. Ryan told us that the men were not going to 
work with Fetzko. We then proceeded to the furnace 
house. 

At the furnace house there were a large number of 
men, possibly 125 men congregated there. We got up to 
where the men were standing, James Hoover stepped 
forward from the crowd. Mr. Marley said, “What’s the 
trouble, Jim?” And Jim, in a very loud tone and very 
emphatic, said, “We are not going to work with that son- 
of-a-bitch, Fetzko.” 



6710 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


That is as he said it, “We are not going to work with 
him.” Hoover said, “I represent the men in the furnace 
house and we will not work with him.” 

Just then Orval Smith stopped forward and said, “Mr. 
Marley, I represent the men in the lower end of the mill 
and we are not going to work with him,” 

Mr. Marley then said, “Well, don’t you fellows know the 
ruling of the Supreme Court in regard to the Wagner Act, 
the fact that we cannot discriminate against any man?” 

Hoover then said, “Well, the Supreme Court don’t have 
a damn thing to do with us working with him, we won’t 
w'ork with him.” 

13529 Mr. Marley then sent for Clayton Grove, who was 
the electrical foreman in the Franklin Mills. He is 

Fetzko’s foreman. Grove came down to the furnace house. 
Mr. Marley told Grove he would have to let Fetzko go 
home, since the men refused to work with him. Grove and 
Fetzko then proceeded towards Grove’s ofiSce on the other 
side of the plate mill furnaces. Fetzko was only gone a 
few minutes when the mill started up without any further 
delay after having been shut down approximately forty- 
five to fifty-five minutes. 

Mr. Ford: Well, ^Ir. Examiner, I have no further ques¬ 
tions of this witness, except the same forty-eight questions 
that were asked of the witness Howells, at the end of his 
direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it will be understood 
the same procedure is followed in the case of the witness 
Dettling. 

Mr. Ford: I believe we asked Mr. Howells the questions, 
Mr. Examiner. The same procedure— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same that was followed 
with respect to the subsequent witnesses. 

Mr. Ford: Subsequent witnesses ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Mr. Shawe? 

13530 Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Dettling, I think you told us 
you were a turn foreman A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you been a turn foreman? A. Since 
March 9,1930. 
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Q. How did you become a turn foreman, promoted? A. I 
was promoted to that position when Mr. George Fields died. 
He had been the previous turn foreman. 

Q. Who promoted you to that job? A. Mr. Marley, H. 
A. Marley. 

Q. What is the procedure in the plant when a man is 
promoted from one job to another? 

Mr. Ford: Well, that question— 

The Witness: What do you mean my ‘‘procedure”? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I mean, you say you were 
promoted to a foreman, a turn foreman on March 9, 1930; 
how did you get the promotion, in other words? A. I was 
notified to that effect by Mr. Marley, 

Q. Did you receive any written notification? A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you receive an increase in pay when you were 
made a turn foreman? A. I believe I did. 

Q. Just what do you do as a turn foreman, I have 

13531 never been inside of a steel plant and I am not very 
familiar with the terms. A. I supervise the heating, 

the charging, heating, rolling, the laying out, shearing, 
finishing and shipping of steel plates. 

Q. Approximately how many men do you supervise? A. 
Approximately 250 men. 

Mr. Ford: You mean at the present time, Mr. Shawe, or 
last summer? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, you say you supervise 250 
men, what time were you referring to? A. Well, you asked 
me how many men do “you supervise”. 

Q. Yes. A. Over how many men do you supervise? 

Q. Yes. A. And I said approximately 250. 

Q. Does that refer to the present time? A. That is what 
you said, “Over how many men do you supervise?” 

Q. That’s right. Well, let’s take last summer when the 
plant, I believe, was going, the operations were a little 
better than they are at the present time; how many men did 
you supervise? A. I couldn’t tell exactly, but approxi¬ 
mately 320. 

Q. Now, prior to the time you became a turn fore- 

13532 man, what was your position? A. I suppose I would 
have to say I was a “jack of all trades,” if you would 

want to call it that, at that time. I did most anything on 
the mill, fill any position on the mill. I did fill— 
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Q. What were some of the positions that you filled ? A. 
Well, I was a plate and stock man, a burner man, a layout, 
stock marker, stock marker helper, line drawer, painter 
stamper, circle shear operator, heater helper, coal roll 
operator, recorder, weighmaster, loader, loader helper, 
shear helper, lever man. 

Q. Well, lot’s take a stock marker now, what are the 
duties of a stock marker? A. A stock marker selects plates 
from our stock piles for reapplication on orders where they 
can be applied. 

Q. Well, what is a marker, do you know? A. Marker? 

Q. Yes. Several witnesses have testified about markers 
and now you mentioned the term “stock marker”; is a 
marker and a stock marker the same thing? A. Well, a 
stock marker is the man who works in the stock piles and 
the marker is the man who marks up the plates on the 
layout table as they come down from the mill after being 
rolled. 

Q. Were you ever a marker? A. Yes, sir, at times, 
13533 to fill in. 

Q. Would you mind describing to us a little more 
in detail just what a marker does? A. Well, there is a 
separate sheet made with a rolling record of each furnace 
heat, giving thereon the sizes, weights, slab numbers, heat 
numbers and the chemical analysis of the steel in that par¬ 
ticular furnace. 

The marker has the sheet containing all this data. These 
particular plates come down to the layout table from the 
mill. The marker marks on the plates the heat number, 
slab number, order number, sizes, and the quality, together 
with what tests are to be made, what tests are required 
and plate marks which are marks for the customer’s identi¬ 
fication. 

Q. Does a marker work with other men? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Just what does— 

^Ir. Shawe: I mean, does he work in a gang? 

The Witness: A marker works in w’hat we call a layout 
gang. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, how many men usually work in a lay¬ 
out gang? 

The Witness: Including the marker, there are six. 
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Q. (By Mr Sliawe) And is the marker the leader 

13534 of the layout gang? A. No, sir. 

Q. Is the marker the highest paid man in the lay¬ 
out gang? A. He may make a little more money than some 
of the rest of them. 

Q. Does the gang have a leader? A. No, sir. 

Q. You have direct supervision over the layout gang, is 
that correct? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Now, I believe that you said that you and Mr. Ryan 
are the turn foremen, is that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Q. And you were the turn foreman during the months of 
June, July and August, 1937? A. I was the turn foreman 
during the months of June and July, 1937. 

Q. And was Mr. Ryan a turn foreman during the months 
of June and July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what shifts did you work on during the months 
of June and July, 1937 ? A. Why, Mr. Ryan and I alternate 
every other week, we work week about. I can’t tell 

13535 you that at the present time, I would not— 

Q, You work one shift one week and Mr. Ryan 
works on that shift the following week? A. That’s right. 

Q. And then you take his place? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many hours, how long a shift do you work? A. 
Nine hours. 

Q. And that was true during the months of June and 
July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, that would make 18 hours a day that you would 
be a turn foreman on duty, is that correct? A. No, sir, 
nine hours, 

Q. Well, you say you worked nine hours and Mr. Ryan 
worked in a nine-hour shift, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That would make eighteen hours a day that there 
would be a turn foreman? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, who was in charge of the other six hours of 
the day? A. In fact, no one was in charge. 

Q. You mean to say that the 240 or 300 men, 320 

13536 men that worked under you when you were a turn 
foreman, and after you left and Mr. Ryan left, for 

six hours a day, that these men had no one to supervise 
their work? 

Mr. Ford: Now, just a minute, Mr. Examiner, Mr. 
Shawe’s question assumes that all these men were working 
at one time and that isn’t the witness’ testimony. 
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^fr. Shawe: I will rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there three shifts during the 
months of June and July, 1937? A. I don^t know, 

Mr. Ford: Excuse me a second, Mr. Shawe, do you 
include the strike period or— 

Mr. Shawe: I am referring to June and July, generally 
speaking. Of course, there may have been one or two days 
when they may not have had three shifts. 

The Witness: I don’t know, we had delays during the 
months of June and July. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take the month of July. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Take July, 1937, were there three 
shifts working during that month? A. I don’t know that. 

Q. Well, what is your best recollection? A. I believe we 
had three crews during July. 

Q. And you worked on a nine-hour shift and Mr. Ryan 
worked on a nine-hour shift? A. Yes. 

13537 Q. Now, I wanted to know who supervised these 
men for the six hours that you and Mr. Ryan were 

not on duty. 

Mr. Ford: The witness already answered that question. 
Mr. Shaw’e: I think he can answer that question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Mr. Ford: He has already answered it. 

Mr. Shawe: He hasn’t answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I understood your pre¬ 
vious question was that these men—that was not suffi¬ 
ciently explained—you didn’t know just which men the 
question referred to. 

Mr. Ford: No, I am not referring to that question, I 
am referring to another question. As I understand it, the 
witness has already explained that there was nobody at the 
mill in charge when he and Mr. Ryan wasn’t there. 

Mr. Shawe: He hasn’t said that. 

The Witness: I did. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to Mr. Ford’s telling the answers— 
Mr. Ford: He gave that answer in the last five minutes. 
^Ir. Shawe. He did not give that answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Then you want your testi- 

13538 mony to stand, Mr. Dettling, that the men that 
worked under your supervision during the month of 
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July, 1937, for six hours a day had nobody to supervise 
them? 

Mr. Ford: That isn’t what he said. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, what did you say about that! 

The Witness: You asked “who”. 

Mr. Shawe: I did not ask who— 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Shawe. you are referring to the men 
under his supervision and asking, in substance, whether 
the )nen under his supervision, whether any one had super¬ 
vision over the men over which this man had supervision. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When this man and Mr. Ryan 
were not in the mill, that six-hour period, that is the ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Ford: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s see, Mr. Dettling, you 
worked for nine hours, is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, when did Mr. Ryan work, 
did he work a nine-hour period? 

The Witness: He does, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does he work the same period 
you work, or a different period? 

The Witness: Well, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am speaking of July, 
13539 1937, of course. 

The Witness; We run opposite turns. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, he would not 
be working the same turn that you would be working? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would he come on when you 
would quit, or would you came on when he would quit, 
or something like that? 

The Witness: We met at the end, or at seven o’clock 
in the morning we met. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that one of you would 
be coming on and the other would be leaving? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, assume that you 
came on seven o’clock in the morning, Mr. Ryan would have 
finished at seven o’clock in the morning, is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what time would you quit 
on the day that you started at seven in the morning? 

The Witness: Well, I would go to lunch any time be¬ 
tween 11:30 and 12:30 o’clock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean that would be your 
lunch period? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

13540 Trial Examiner Bloom: Then would you work in 
the afternoon? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Until what time in the after¬ 
noon? 

The Witness: Until five or five-thirty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, when you left, 
would there be men working ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would any one have supervision 
of those men when you left? 

The Witness: Absolutely not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How many men, approximately, 
were working in the mill, your department, in July of 
1937? 

Mr. Ford: I think he has already answered that ques¬ 
tion, to the best of his recollection, I think he placed the 
number around three hundred and twenty altogether. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand it, that 
three hundred and twenty is spread out over the three 
turns, I don’t know. 

The Witness: That’s right. 

The Witness; That’ right. 

Mr. Ford: If your question is limited— 

13541 Trial Examiner Bloom: I am trying to find out 
that particular time of the day when he left this 

work, how many men would be working. 

The Witness: Well, there would be only one crew on 
duty at one time which would be anywhere from eighty to 
eighty-five men. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, is it your testimony, 
then, that no one had supervision of these men when yon 
went out? 

The Witness: That’s right. I am subject to call if 
there is anything should happen. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, who would call you? 

The Witness: Well, the marker would call us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The marker? 

The Witness: We tell them to call us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why would the marker call 
you? 

The Witness: Because the marker is located in our office, 
he has his desk and his records, copies of the orders and 
test records and other records which are necessary to 
maintain identification of plates. They are all in our office 
and the marker is stationed there at that point, has his 
desk with us, and the telephone is located there and for 
that reason he is of the best vantage point to know 

13542 of anything that would happen, could go wrong. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose that is wasn’t a 
question of something going wrong, suppose the men 
wanted to get some information about their work during 
that period; what would happen, what would be the pro¬ 
cedure? 

The Witness: Why, to call either Mr. Ryan and myself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, who would call you? 

The Witness: The marker. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, the men would come 
in to the marker and say, “We want either Mr. Dettling 
or Mr. Ryan, we would like to speak to them”, is that the 
procedure that would be followed? 

The Witness: AVell, if there was a breakdown or some¬ 
thing like that, some one man would say to the marker, 
“Will you call Mr. Ryan or myself and tell them what 
the trouble is.” If it is a breakdown. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why wouldn’t they call you 
direct, these men ? 

The Witness: They are not at such a place where they 
can always leave their place of employment, not always. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Weil, as I understand, then, 
the marker is stationed in the office. 

The Witness: Right in our office, the turn fore- 

13543 man’s office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, would they call the 
marker out to where they were, or would they come into 
the office to tell the marker that something had gone wrong? 


6718 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


The Witness: They could do either. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, which would be the more 

likelv for them to do? 

%< 

The Witness: Possibly come into the ofiBce and tell him. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: AVell, if they came into the 
oflScc, they would be as close to the telephone as the marker, 
wouldn’t they? 

The Witness: I suppose so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then why couldn’t they call 
you? 

The Witness: They could. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did they ever? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Men call you direct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many markers worked on the 
three turns during’ the months of June and July, 1937? 
Mr. Ford: Well, now— 

13544 The Witness: We had three markers. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) One on each turn? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. All right, what were the hours of the turns during 
the months of July, June and July, 1937? A. I don’t know. 

Q. If I told you the three turns were seven to three, 
three to eleven and eleven to seven, would that refresh 
vour memorv? A. If we worked three turns during that 
time, yes. 

Q. All right, let’s take the month of July, 1937, the seven 
to three turn, who was the marker, do you know? A. I 
do not, I can’t tell you from memory because these crews 
always stagger. 

Q. Well, regardless of the turn that they worked on, 
can you give me the names of the three markers? A. Yes. 
Q. Will you please give them to us? A. Lafoy Hartman. 
Q. Spell them for us please. A. L-a-f-o-y H-a-r-t-m-a-n; 
S. Loo Sheridan, S. L-e-o S-h-e-r-i-d-a-n; Ealph Constable, 
E-a-l-p-h C-o-n-s-t-a-b-l-e. 

Q. As I understand you, Mr. Marley is your im- 

13545 mediate superior, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, during the year 1937, did Mr, Hartman 
ever act as a turn foreman? A. During the year 1937? 
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Mr. Ford: At any time during the year? 

13546 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes, sir, at any time during 
that year? A. During the month of August only, 

and that— 

Q. Well, how long a period during the month of August? 

A. At that time a period of 28 days. 

Q. Was that when you were away or on your vacation? 

A. That^s correct. 

Mr. Ford; By “you” do you mean this witness, or this 
witness and Mr. Ryan? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: Mr. Ryan and I both. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When did Mr. Sheridan act as a 
turn foreman during the year 1937, of he did act as a turn 
foreman? A. He did not act as a turn foreman during the 
year 1937. 

Q. Well, did he ever act as a turn foreman? A. Going 
back to March 9th, 1930, when I was promoted to the posi¬ 
tion of turn foreman Mr. Sheridan has not had one single 
turn in the position of turn foreman, to my recollection. 

Q. Mr. Maiiey told us that Mr. Sheridan acted as a 
turn foreman; will you say Mr. Marley was wrong? 

13547 Mr. Ford: He never said any such thing. 

Mr. Shawe: I recall it. 

Mr. Ford: Your recollection is wrong. 

Mr. Shaw^e: He told us Mr. Hartman and Mr. 
Sheridan— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose one witness told us one 
thing and another another, you don’t have to have wit¬ 
nesses commenting on the testimony of other witnesses. 

Mr. Shawe: I am just trying to refresh this witness’ 
recollection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead, Mr. Shawe, go 
ahead, you know better than that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now can you tell me if Mr. Ralph 
Constable ever acted as a turn foreman? A. Not to my 
knowledge, he never did. i 

Mr. Shawe: ^lay I see that petition? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ 124? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 




6720 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


(Thereupon, Respondents’ Exhibit 124 was passed to 
Mr. Shawe.) 

13548 Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit No. 124 in 
evidence and direct vour attention to the third sheet 

of the exhibit, to the 14th name appearinjr in the left- 
hand coluTnn of that sheet, and ask vou to tell me if that 
is Mr. Ralph H. Constable’s sii^nature? A. I cannot iden¬ 
tify his signature, 

Mr. Shawe: What was that answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness; That is his name. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Constable’s name, is it not? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that is the same Mr. Constable you referred to 
as a marker before? 

^Ir. Ford: lATiat is the same? 

Mr, Shawe: This signature, which purports to be the 
signature of Mr. Ralph H. Constable is the same Mr. Con¬ 
stable you told me before is a marker. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Shawe) In the performance of your duties 
Mr. Dettling, do you walk around the mill, or are you 
stationed in one place? A. I get all over the mill. 

Q. Do you go through the furnace room? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. AVould you say you go through the furnace 

13549 room every day you work? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you go through the entire mill every day 
you work? A. Yes, sir; many times. 

Q. Do you come in contact with most of the men every 
day you work? 

Mr. Ford: What do you mean by that, Mr. Shawe ? The 
men that happen to be working? 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Mr. Ford; And do you mean, see them, or talk to them, 
or both? 

Mr. Shawe: Both. See them or talk to them. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was that true during the months 
of June and July, 1937? A. Yes, when we were working. 
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Q. Did you ever vote under the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation? A. I did, prior to 1930, before I became turn 
foreman. 

Q. Were you ever a representative? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meetings held under the Plan 
of Employees’ Representation? A. No, sir. 

13550 Q. I mean, prior to 1930, of course? A. I did not. 
Q. Did you ever hear of such a meeting held? A. 

Prior to 1930? 

Mr. Ford: Could your question be made more specific? 
Mr. Shawe: I mean, a meeting of all the employees of 
the plant. 

Mr. Ford: A meeting of all the employees of the plant? 
Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes. I saw minutes posted of those meet¬ 
ings. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe:) What hind of meetings? A. 
Minutes of the meetings of the General Bodv. 

Q. That is not a meeting of all the employees, is it? A. 
All the employees? 

Q. Yes. A. No. 

Q. What kind of a meeting is the General Body? A. I 
suppose, a body of representatives—Representation Plan. 
Q. Where did you see these minutes posted? A. Oh, on 
different bulletin boards. 

13551 Q. Throughout the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: Nothing further. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Dettling, how long 
did vou work for the mill? A. Do you mean, in the Plate 
Mill? 

Q. For this— A. Since July 9, 1917. 

Q. Have you been working in the mill steadily since 
that time? A. Yes, sir. I never worked anywhere else. 

Q. Were you working here in the Spring of 1923? A. 
Yes, sir, 

Q. Do you recall when the Bethlehem Steel took over 
the property from the Midvale Company? A. I remember 
them taking it over, but I just do not remember just when 
it was. 
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^[r. Moore: I hardly think you mean that question. I 
hardly think it is fair. The property never was taken over 
from the Midvale Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVell, I am usinj^ this informal 
lauj^uage. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you recall for whom 
you were working prior to 1923? A. (Xo answer.) 

13552 Q. Do you know who paid you? A. You mean, 
what individual paid me, or what the name of the 

company was ? 

Q. I thought you would start with the individual, and 
work up to the company, but if you want to tell us the 
company right off, go ahead. A. I do not remember. I 
don’t know. 

Q. Do you know the name of the company? A. I worked 
for the Midvale, the Cambria Plant, the Bethlehem—as to 
the dates these titles changed, I don’t know. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not there was any talk 
among the men in the Spring of 1923 after you began to 
be paid by the Bethlehem Steel Company, if you did 
begin, if you were paid by the Bethlehem Steel Company, 
by the Spring of 1923, was there any talk of the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation among the men? A. I do not 
remember that. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit No. 8 and call your at¬ 
tention to the cover which reads, “Adopted May 27, 1923, 
as amended, to October 23, 1935.” On or about May 1, 
1923, was there any meeting of the employees generally in 
the plant to determine whether or not the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation should be adopted? A. I 

13553 don’t know. 

Q. Did you over hear of any meeting of the em¬ 
ployees generally to determine whether or not the Plan 
should be adopted? A. No, I did not. 

Q. Do you know whether a vote was ever conducted 
among the men as to whether or not the Plan should be 
adopted? A. I do not know that. 

Q. Mr. Dettling, do you know how the Plan operates with 
ros])ect to groviances? A. Mr. Examiner, I know nothing 
about the technical points of the Plan. That is a Plan for 
the men, and the only dealings I have with the Plan is with 
the representatives in bargaining for the employees. I 
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don't know nothing about the technical points of the Plan. 

Q. You say you have some dealings with the representa¬ 
tive ? A. When he takes up a grievance. 

Q. WlvcLt is the procedure when he takes up a grievance 
with you’ A. Well, the representative will come to me 
asking whether a certain condition or a certain thing can 
be remedied, and if I can rectify the condition I do so. 
If not, he goes to my superior, to the superintendent of 
the plant, of the department. 

13554 Q. Mr. Dettling, since the time you have been a 
turn foreman, or foreman, I think you said since 

1930— A. Yes. 

Q. —have there ever been occasions on which representa¬ 
tives have come to you with grievances which you have been 
unable to adjust? Do I make myself clear? A. (No an¬ 
swer.) 

Q. In other words, have they ever come to you and said, 
“This man savs vou did this or did not do this," and vou 
talk to the representative about it, and you could not reach 
an agreement. Have there ever been such occasions? A. I 
believe there have, but I could not just state when they 
were. 

Q. But you do think there have been? A. Things which 
I could not myself settle? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you ever thereafter called in to any meeting 
under the Plan to give your version of the situation, that 
is, either into a Joint Committee meeting at which repre¬ 
sentatives of the management were present and employees’ 
representatives, or a meeting of merely the employees’ rep¬ 
resentatives? A. No, sir. 

Q. You were not? A. No, sir. 

13555 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Moore, have vou anv more? 

Mr. ^foore. Will you excuse me just a minute? 

I am not ready with another witness at the moment. I 
expected you to go up to one o’clock with this witness. I 
will come back at any time you say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. We will be back at 
twenty-five minutes to two. 

Mr. Shawe: I have one or two questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Cross Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you remember when Mr. Fetzko 
was a representative under the Plan? A. I remember Mr. 
Fetzko being a representative under the Plan. 

Q. Do you remember when he was a representative, did 
he ever ask vou if he could meet with vou and Mr. Marlev 
to take up some grievance? A. To meet with Mr. Marley 
and myself? 

Q. Yes. A. I don’t remember anything like that. 

Q. Do you remember him also asking you if he could 
meet w*ith you to take up a grievance with you and Mr. 
Howells and Mr. Ryan? 

13556 Mr, Ford: Just a minute. I object to the word 
“also.” 

Mr. Shawe: Strike the 'word “also.” Will you read 
the question, and leave out the word “also.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall Mr. Fetzko some time 
in 1937 when he was a representative, asking you if he 
could meet with you and Mr. Ryan and Mr. Howells to 
discuss a grievance, and Mr. Marley? A. I don’t recall 
anything like that. 

Q. Do you recall ever tolling Mr. Fetzko that Mr. Mar¬ 
ley would not meet with him because he had not attended 
some meetings of the General Body? A. I never said any 
such thing as that. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Twentv minutes to two. 

(Witness excused.) 

(Thereupon, at 12:40 o’clock p.m., a recess was taken to 
1:40 o’clock p.m.) 


13561 After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at 1:45 o’clock p. m.) 

(Additional Appearance): 

Morgan V*. Jones, Jr., Esq., On behalf of the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation at Cambria Plant of Bethlehem 
Steel Company, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr, Broun: Will you give me Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 164, Mr. Reporter? 

There seems to be some doubt as to where the exhibit is, 
so I will defer that for the moment. 

You will recall that one day last week, I have forgotten 
the day, the witness named Lipinski was on the stand, and 
after that Mr. Finnigan, and that a stipulation was entered 
into to the general effect that if I had asked substantially 
the same questions of Mr. Finnigan, Mr, Finnigan would 
have given the same answers, substantially, as to what 
took place in the chipping office in March, 1937. 

AWien I made that stipulation, had Mr. Finnigan been 
asked the same questions that Mr. Lipinski was asked as 
to whether or not he had seen on that day, and talked with 
one Dan Lendel, he would have testified that he did 

13562 see Mr. Lendel in the chipping office that morning; 
that Mr. Lendel asked him what he was doing there 

after Mr. Lendel went back toward the front of the office, 
and he said he was there on the election board. That there- 
and Mr. Finnigan did not remember seeing him, one way 
or the other, and I would like to have the stipulation with 
respect to Mr. Finnigan made subject to that exception. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that agreeable? 

Mr. Rose: That is agreeable. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Russell Horning, will you please take 
the stand? 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Russell Clare Homing a witness called by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun): Mr. Horning, will you please state 
your full name and spell it so it will be accurate on the 
record. A. Russell Clare Homing, H-o-r-n-i-n-g. 

Q. What is your residence address, Mr. Horning? A. 
Rear, 712 Horner Street, Johnstown. 

13563 Q. Are you employed? A. I am. 
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Q. By whom t A. By Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. By Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. And is that employment in the Cambria Plant? A. 
I am employed in the Gautier Division, Inspection Depart¬ 
ment, 

Q. And is the Gautier Division part of the Cambria Plant? 
A. It is. 

Q. "Will you tell me briefly what your work is in the in¬ 
spection department, the nature of it? A. My work con¬ 
sists of the inspection of the finished product. I am known 
as a re-inspector at Gautier. We take the steel after it 
comes off the mill, that is held for re-inspection, and go 
over it for defects. 

A large part of my work consists of grinding steel as 
an inspector. 

Q. You mean, grinding the defects? A. Grinding the 
defects out of steel. 

The grinders are also known as inspectors. They in¬ 
spect their own steeL 

After the steel is inspected and marked up, we 

13564 liave high-speed machines with which we take the 
defects out of the steel. 

Q, Well, does that mean that you do grinding work and in¬ 
specting work? A. It does. 

Q. And you spoke of being called a re-inspector, as I 
understood it. That indicates to my mind that there is a 
previous inspection before you inspect. Is that true? A. 
It is. There are inspectors that gauge steel on the mill. In 
fact, they are the men that hold steel up for re-inspectors. 

In many cases it is chipped right off, and re-inspectors 
have nothing to do. The re-inspectors go over the product 
for defects. 

Q. What sort of defects are they that you find by in¬ 
spection? A. Well, we have diiferent types of defects. 
There are defects that are caused by—from billet trouble, 
such as seams, billet slivers, pipe. Those all come through 
the making of the steel. We have other defects that are 
caused by the mill, such as guide scratches, fine, roll marks, 
no shearing, and cuts in the bar. 

Q. I have been in Johnstown for some time, hut I 

13565 am afraid I don’t know much about the steel busi¬ 
ness. 
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Will you tell me a little more in detail how, let us say, a 
seam you refer to comes about? As I understand it, there 
is some defect in the billet and it comes out as a defect in 
the rolled product. A. That is right, I am not what you 
would call a steel man, but I think I can explain that satis¬ 
factorily. Seams are sometimes caused by deep chipping 
of the billet. 

Other times seams would be caused through not having 
sufficient chipping of the billet. In fact, it is a crack that 
is left in the billet after it has been— 

Q. So that when the billet is rolled, the two lips of the 
plates where it is chipped form a sort of line, what you 
call a seam? A. Yes. 

Q. What is a fin? A. I don’t know just how it comes 
about. I think it is an over-fill on a bar, too much of a 
billet when it is going through, to pass, and leaves a raised 
part on the bar, sometimes a ten-thousandth of an inch 
high. 

Q. And your work is to grind that down? A. Grind it off 
completely. 

Q. You also referred to defects caused by scratch- 

13566 ings of guides, and so on. Those are things that 
happen to good or bad steel as it goes to the rolls; 

is that right? A. That is right. 

Q. Have you ever been an employees’ representative 
under the Plan of Employees’ Eepresentation in effect at 
the Cambria Plant ? A. I beg your pardon. 

Q. Have you ever been an employees’ representative 
under the Plan of Employees’ Representation in effect at 
the Cambria Plant? A. Yes. 

Q. When were you first elected? A. In April, 1936. 

Q. Were you an employees’ representative as to 

13567 the term that began in April, 1936? A. I was, I 
was re-elected in March, 1937. 

Q. Now, you said you were re-elected in March, 1937, 
but were you elected in April, 1936? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know why the election in one year was April, 
and the other March? A. That was due to the floods we had 
in Johnstown in "March, 1936. The election was held at a 
later date. 

Q. The flood interfered with the election? A. That is 
right. 
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Q. While you were an employees ’ representative, were you 
a member of any committees under the Plan? A. In 1936 

1 was a member of the No. 2 Standing Committee, and No. 

2 Joint Committee. 

Mr. Shawe; I did not get the last part. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: On 'wages. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Both of those committees, on wages? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Are there any other matters that come within the 
jurisdiction of either of those committees? A. Wages and 
working conditions come under the jurisdiction of No. 2 
Committee. 

13568 Q. That was true when you were a member of that 
committee? A. That is right. 

Q. How about hours? A. That came under that commit¬ 
tee. 

Q. Did you ever hold any office under the Plan? A. In 
1937 I was elected secretary under the Plan, and was also 
a member of No. 5 Standing, and No. 5 Joint Committee on 
Appeals. 

Q. "What were you secretary of? A. I was secretary of 
the General Body. 

Q. In 1936, as I understand it then, you were not secre¬ 
tary of the General Body? A, I was not. 

Q. Did you hold any office on the No. 2 Standing Com¬ 
mittee? A. I was secretary of No. 2 Standing Committee. 

Q. Did you hold any office on No. 2 Joint Committee? A. 
I did not. 

Q. So you were secretary of No. 2 Standing Committee 
for 1936? A. I was. 

Q. 1936 to 1937? A. That is right. 

Q. By 1936 to 1937, I mean for the term of repre- 

13569 sentative. Did you so understand me? A. I did. 

Q. Can you tell me in a little bit more detail about 
being elected secretary of the General Body in 1937 ? What 
I would like to find out is when it was specifically, and where 
and how it came about? A. Well, in 1937 Mr. Leber came 
to me and gave me a notice of the date of the organization 
meeting. 
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Mr. Sliawe: Would you mind speaking louder, please ? 

The Witness: I say, in 1937 Mr. Leber, Chairman of 
the No. 1 Committee, came to me and gave me a note, 
telling me the date and place of the organization meeting— 
at the organization meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that spelled L-e-b-e-r? A. It is. 

Q. Do you know his first name? A. Donald Leber. 

Q. I interrupted you. Go ahead, please. A. At the re¬ 
organization meeting, Mr, Leber took the chair as chair¬ 
man of the No. 1 Committee, and asked for the nomination 
of a secretary. I was nominated for secretary. I took the 
chair. 

Q. You were nominated. Were you elected? A. I was 
nominated and dulv elected secretary of the General 

13570 Body. 

Q. Then you say you took the chair? A. I did. 

^Fr. Shawe: I move to strike the “duly elected”, Mr, 
Examiner. I do not think the witness should tell us whether 
he was duly elected o-r not. He should say what took place. 

The Witness: Isn’t that what took place, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: You should answer the questions and let us 
do the talking. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous answer, 
please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you have him de¬ 
scribe it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us what was done, will you, in 
detail? A. They called for nomination for secretary. 

Q. Did Mr. Leber do that? A. Mr. Leber did. Mr. Zeman 
and myself were nominated as candidates for secretary. 

Q. Is that John Zeman? A. John Zeman. That’s right. 
There was a vote taken. 

13571 Q. Was the nomination seconded? A. The nom¬ 
ination was seconded. There was a vote taken by 

secret ballot, and when the votes were counted, I don’t 
know just what the outcome was, but I was elected secre¬ 
tary. I do not know what— 

Q. You got more votes than Mr. Zeman, in other words? 
A. I got more votes. I got more votes than Mr. Zeman. 
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Q. Were you two, you and Mr. Zeman, the only people 
nominated? A, Yes. 

Q. So all the votes were cast for one or the other? A. 
That is correct. 

Q. You told us you took the chair. What did you do 
then? A. After I took the chair I called for nominations 
for a chairman, ^fr. Williams was one of the nominees. I 
don't recall who the other nominee was. I think it was Mr. 
Keller. 

Q. What are the first names of those two men? A. Clare 
Williams and Nelson Keller. 

Q. Go ahead and tell us what happened about that, or 
after that. A. I don't recall how many were nominated, but 
I know when the vote was taken Mr. Williams was elected 
as chairman of the General Body. 

13572 Q. W'ere the nominations of those who were 
voted for seconded? A. They were. 

Q. And was it a secret ballot there? A. It was. 

Q. In other words, the election of the chairman was done 
in the same way as your election as secretary? A. The 
same way. 

Q. When you said you took the chair, what did you mean? 
A. Well, I went in the front of the room. I conducted the 
meetin" until jNIr. AVilliams was elected chairman. 

Q. Did he then take the chair? A. He then took the 
chair. That is ri^ht. 

Q. You mentioned, Mr. Homing, in describing or refer¬ 
ring to the meeting, a reorganization meeting and an or¬ 
ganization meeting. I was not quite clear whether you were 
referring to two meetings or only one. A. I was only re¬ 
ferring to one meeting. 

Q. You called it, in one case, a reorganization meeting, 
and in the other case the organization meeting, but you 
meant the same thing? A. That is right. 

13573 Q. Will you tell me, please, what your duties were 
as secretary of the General Body? A. My duties as 

secretary of the General Body consisted of calling the roll, 
notifying the General Body of special meetings of the Gen¬ 
eral Bqdy, notifying the Standing Committees and the Joint 
Committee of all—I mean, notifying the employees' repre¬ 
sentatives of the Joint Committees of all meetings. 

Q. Would you also notify the employees' representatives 
of Standing Committee meetings? A. I woulA 
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Q. You say all meetings. Do you mean regular as well 
as special meetings? The committee meetings, I did, yes. 
Regular meetings and special meetings. I notified them 
both of. 

Q. You also notified the members of the General Body 
of special meetings of the General Body? A. Yes. 

Q. You said your duty was to call the roll. The roll of 
what? A. The roll of members of the General Body. 

Q. That was at meetings of the General Body? A. That 
is right. I also had general supervision of the 

13574 minutes. 

Q. That is minutes of— A. Of the General Body 
meetings. 

Q. And how about minutes of committee meetings; did 
you have anything to do with that? A. Just the super¬ 
vision of the committee meeting, and also performed other 
incidentals of a secretary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me just a moment. Will 
you read that? 

(The reporter repeated the answer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Horning, when you say 
“committee meeting,” do you mean the General Commit¬ 
tee or Special Committee. I think Mr. Broun asked you 
about special meetings. Would you clear it up, Mr. Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I believe, Mr. Horning, that you said 
that you had general supervision of the committee meet¬ 
ings, did vou mean minutes of committee meetings? A. 
I did. 

Q. And you told us that you had general supervision of 
the minutes of General Body meetings; now I assume that 
you also meant that you had general supervision of minutes 
of meetings of Standing Committees? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you also mean that you had general supervision 
of minutes of meetings of the Joint Committe? A. 

13575 That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, were they all 
affirmative answers? 

Mr. Broun: We have got an affirmative answer to two 
of them, and now I am waiting for an answer to the last 
one. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It was the previous one I didn’t 
hear. 

Will you rend that? 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 

Q. (By ^rr. Broun) Well, lot’s take now, Mr. Horning, 
first, the minutes of the General Body meetings; during 
the time that you were the secretary of the General Body 
was anything done about General Body minutes of the or¬ 
ganization or reorganization meeting when you were elected 
secretary? A. At the reorganization meeting Mr. Wil¬ 
liam—Mr. Leber asked that the General Body approve, 
asked for the General Body’s approval for the asking for a 
recording secretory’ to take minutes for me. 

Q. Wiio was to be asked for that? A. The management. 

Q, Well, did the General Body take any action? A. 
They— 

13576 Q. Did they approve it or not? A. There was a 
vote taken on it and it was approved in the General 

Body, and the management was asked for a recording clerk. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have the witness 
speak a little louder, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have been trying to get him 
to do that. 

Mr. Broun: Try to keep your voice up, please, Mr. Horn¬ 
ing, because we are all sitting a little far away from you 
and we all want to hear you. 

"Mr. Shawe: And we are all very interested. 

IMr. Rose: Can we have that re-read, please? 

Mr. Broun: I am afraid that I will have to ask you to 
read Mr. Shawe’s statement. 

(The reporter repeated the statements of counsel as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Was that all? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

^Ir. Broun: I thought Mr. Shawe said something else. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose the outfielders come 
in just a little bit closer, that is the only suggestion I can 
make. Will you try to keep your voice up ? 

13577 The Witness: Yes, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just shout, we will forgive you. 

The Witness; 0. K. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was there an organization meeting 
in 1936? A. There was. 

Q. Was any similar action or any action taken about 
minutes of the General Body at that meeting? A. The 
same action was taken at that meeting as was taken at the 
meeting in 1937. The management was asked for a re¬ 
cording secretary to help out the secretary. 

Q. And did the management comply with that request? 
A. They did. 

Q. In the 1937 meeting, reorganization or organization 
meeting, did Mr. Leber or anyone else make any statement 
of the reasons for the request to the management? A. 
They did. 

Q. Will you tell me the substance of what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

The Witness: ^Ir. Leber said that it was the opinion of 
the General Body that it would take up too much of my time 
to be recording secretary, and that I would not derive any 
benefit from the meeting as a representative. 

13578 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did he say anything more 
about what be meant by your deriving benefit from 
the meeting? A. I am a representative, I have my own 
men to represent down there, and if I had to take minutes 
of the General Body meeting, which is a rather tedious task, 
I wouldn’t have very much time to devote to the listening 
or getting into the conversation of the General Body. 

Q. Well now, who took the minutes of that organization 
ineeting, did you, or the old secretary, or a clerk furnished 
by the management? A. You mean in 1937? 

Q. Yes. A. Willard Brant took the minutes of that meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. And who was he ? A. I think a clerk in the Safety De¬ 
partment. 

Q. He was a clerk then furnished pursuant to the re¬ 
quest which had been made the year before? A. That’s 
right. 

Mr. Shawe; I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there is no 
such testimony. 

Mr. Broun: There is testimony, Mr. Examiner, that an 
exact similar request was made at the organization meeting 
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in 1936, and that the management did furnish a clerk, re¬ 
cording secretary. 

Mr. Shawe: There is no such testimony in the 

13579 record, that is Mr. Broun’s testimony. 

^Ir. Broun: AVe might have the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not going to read the 
whole thing, the testimony is that in 1937 there was a 
recording clerk. The previous year I think the witness used 
the expression “recording secretary.” 

Q. (By ^[r. Broun) Mr. Homing, when you were speak¬ 
ing of the request which was made in 1936 and complied 
with, was the term “clerk” used, or “recording secretary”? 
A. The term “recording secretary” was used. 

Q. In 1936? A. That’s right. 

Q. 'Well now, is it correct or not that Mr. Brant was the 
recording secretary that was furnished as a result of the 
request made in 1936 when he took the minutes of the 
meeting in 1937, Willard Brant— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Read that question. 

Mr. Broun: Perhaps the question is not clear, it might 
bo simpler to withdraw it, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike it. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) As I understand, Willard Brant took 
the minutes of this organization meeting in 1937 ? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. A request was made in 1936 that the management fur¬ 
nish a recording secretary? A. That’s right. 

13580 Q. MTiat I want to find out is whether or not Wil¬ 
lard Brant, when he was taking those minutes in 

1937 at the organization meeting, was the clerk furnished 
by the management pursuant to that request which had been 
made a vear before? A. He was not. 

13581 Q. Well, who had been furnished, you said some 
one was furnished: was there some other man fur¬ 
nished pursuant to the ’36 request? A. They did. 

Q. M^at was his name? 

^Ir. Broun: 'Sir. Examiner, I might suggest the name to 
the witness to save time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was his name Fisher? A. Fisher. 

Q. Now, about how long did he act as recording secre¬ 
tary or recording clerk? A. As I recall it— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, which is it, Mr. Broun, 
recording secretary or— 

Mr. Broun: Recording secretary, as I imderstand, Mr. 
Horning. 

The Witness: That's right, as I recall, it was just a 
couple of months. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, did any one act after Fisher? 
A. They did, Mr. Brant was the next man to act as record¬ 
ing secretary after Mr. Fisher. 

Q. And he acted at the General Body meetings in 1936? 
After Fisher had quit? A. He did. 

13582 Q. And he continued to act, did he, at the organi¬ 
zation meeting in 1937? A. He did. 

Q. Well, now, in 1936, if you know, in what form were 
the minutes prepared, were they written by hand or type¬ 
writer or printed, or what? A. In 1936 the minutes were 
mimeographed. 

Q. ^limeographed? A. That’s right. 

Q. And they were written up by either Fisher at first 
and then Brant after he started, is that right? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to Mr. Broun’s constantly telling 
the witness answers to the questions before he puts a 
question to the witness. 

^Ir. Broun: Well, that last statement is that Mr. Brant 
and Mr. Fisher took the minutes— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if he told us about it there 
is no need to recpitulate it, if he hasn’t told us I think it 
would be best to have him tell us. 

"Mr. Broun: Very well, I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After Mr. Fisher and then Mr. 
Brant were present at the meeting, took the minutes, as I 
understand it— A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, you said that the minutes were prepared 

13583 in mimeographed form? A. They were. 

Q. Can you tell me what was done between the 
time they were present at the meeting and the time that 
the minutes were mimeographed? A. I beg your pardon? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

^Fr. Shawe: I object to the form of that question, Mr. 
Examiner, that suggestion is that something was done. 
^Ir, Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 
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iVIr. Shawe: I don’t think anything was done. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr, Examiner, something 
must be done— 

Mr. Shawe: They were mimeographed by the Bethlehem 
Steel Company, that was what was done. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I would like to know 
who is testifying. 

Mr. Shawe: It has been the fact since September 8th 
and nobody around here has been willing to admit it. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

^Ir. Shawe: You know it as well as I do. 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Examiner, I don’t want to engage in 
personal argument with Mr. Shawe at this time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is fine, I am 

13584 delighted to hear it. Now, let’s put another ques¬ 
tion, Mr. Broun, and go ahead. I don’t know—strike 

the pending question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know what Mr, Brant did, 
if anything, with respect to minutes after he left the meet¬ 
ing of the General Body? A. Well, the minutes were mime¬ 
ographed and sent through inter-plant mail to all the rep¬ 
resentatives, that is all I know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, I don’t 
know if you consider that responsive or not. Your question 
was whether he knows what Mr. Brant did. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t consider it entirely responsive, and 
I wanted to ask another question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Do you know whether or not Mr. 
Brant took down every word that was said at the meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, I 
don’t see how this witness can possibly answer that ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: I asked him whether he knew. 

Mr. Shawe: How does he know, Mr. Brant took down 
every word? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may have known, he may 
have been sitting right alongside watching him. How 

13585 could he know? Let’s find out from the witness. Go 
ahead. 

The Witness: ^^^^at is the question again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether Mr. Brant 
took down everything that was said pretty much in the 
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fashion that the gentleman in front of you is taking 
down everything that is being said in this hearing? 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean by that that you don’t 
know, or he didn’t take it down, take the words down? 

The Witness: I know that the minutes were accurate, 
as ^Ir. Brant— 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike that, Mr. Examiner, that 
is not responsive at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the question is, Mr, Hom¬ 
ing, Mr. Broun’s original question: Do you know whether 
he took down everything that was said in the meetings? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In other words, Mr. Homing, did 
he take general notes, or did he write everything out in 
shorthand or by a machine like this reporter is using? A. 
He took the notes and wrote them out in longhand. 

13586 Q. And later the full minutes were mimeographed? 
A. That’s right. 

^Ir. Shawe: Well, ^fr. Examiner, I renew my motion to 
strike the testimony given by the witness that the minutes 
were accurate. It calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, that may be stricken. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t hear that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe made a motion to 
strike the previous testimony of the witness where he said 
that the minutes were accurate as taken, or some such lan¬ 
guage. I think you put another question thereafter. 

^Ir. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I granted that motion to strike. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the last question and answer, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that last question and answer, 
Mr. Examiner, “the full minutes.” What does that mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I don’t know, all right, go 
ahead. 

13587 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, after the notes or min¬ 
utes had been taken by Mr. Brant at the meeting, will 

you tell us, Mr. Homing, in so far as you know, in detail, 
just wiiat w'as done by Mr. Brant about preparing minutes, 
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put yourself in Mr. Brant's place and tell us just what 
went along: as far as you know it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: First, let's find out if he knows 
what went on. Were you ever present— 

The Witness: I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You were? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

The AVitness: Afay I ask you a question, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The AVitness: Do you mean what took place in the meet¬ 
ing while he was writing his notes ? 

Air. Broun: No, after he had been in the meeting and 
-written his notes, as the meeting went along, then I want 
to find out, if you know, what Brant did after the meeting 
in connection with preparing minutes of the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know what he did from 
that point on, after the meeting was over, Mr. Homing, 
that is, Air. Broun's question? 

The Witness: No. 

13588 Q. (By Air. Broun) That was in 1936 before you 
were secretary, is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Air. Shawe: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I don't think that 
is true at all, the witness said he didn't know what Air. 
Brant did with the minutes. Now Air. Broun is tryii^^T to 
place a time prior to 1936. 

Air. Broun: I am not trying to place a time prior to 
1936, we were talking about that before 1936, Air. Exam¬ 
iner, because the witness had testified only that the min¬ 
utes were mimeographed— 

Air. Shawe: AA'ell, the witness has testified— 

Air. Broun: In 1936, when he wasn't secretary. 

Air. Shawe: He testified he did not take them, Mr. 
Fisher took the minutes in 1936. 

Air. Broun: This man wasn't secretary, that isn't his 
testimony. 

Air. Shawe: Recording Secretary, as you call it, Mr. 
Brant was not made, asked to be recording secretary, until 
after the organization meeting in 1936. 

Air. Broun: That is a direct misquotation of the record. 
The witness has testified that Air. Fisher was recording sec¬ 
retary for two months in 1936 and that thereafter Willard 
Brant was recording secretary. 
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Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

13589 Mr, Broun: He himself was not secretary of the 
General Body. 

Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

Mr, Broun: Minutes were mimeographed in 1936. Now, 
ilr. Shawe is misquoting the record when he made the 
statement ho just made. 

^Ir. Shawe: I am not misquoting the record at all, Mr. 
Examiner, he asked this witness what Mr. Brant did with 
the minutes after he took them at the General Body. It is 
very clear Mr. Brant did not take any minutes at the Gen¬ 
eral Body until after the organization in 1936. 

Mr. Broun: That is absolutely a misquotation of the 
record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is your theory that the 
record shows, Mr. Broun? 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Homing testified that at the organiza¬ 
tion meeting in 1936, exactly the same motion was approved 
by the General Body that was made and approved in 1937, 
requesting that a recording secretary be furnished by the 
management. That was done, that recording secretary was 
named Fisher, that he acted for a couple of months, wasn’t 
definite as to the length of time, and that thereafter Willard 
Brant Avas furnished and acted, and that he, Mr. Homing, 
was not in the 1936 to 1937 term of the General Body, 

13590 secretary of the General Body, but that he knows 
that minutes of the meetings of the General Body 

in 1936 were mimeographed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, is your question relating 
to the time when Mr. Brant was the recording secretary? 

^fr. Broun: I haven’t got any question pending now. 
He answered the last question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right. 

Mr. Shawe: Is there a question pending, Mr. Reporter? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: See what the last thing is. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He never was secretary in 1936? 
The Witness: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun; I said in 1936 before he was secretary". 
Perhaps my question isn’t quite clear. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: There is a vague implication 
that he did subsequently become secretary in 1936. 

Q. (By ifr. Broun) You first became secretary not in 
1936, but in 1937, is that right? A. Secretary of the Gen¬ 
eral Body in 1937. 

Q. Now, in the 1936 to 1937 term or Plan year, were the 
mimeographed minutes of the General Body distributed in 
any way? A. In 1936 to 1937 the mimeographed 

13591 minutes were distributed to representatives through 
inter-plant mail. 

Q. You mean by that, the Plan year 1936-1937? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. By that you mean that the minutes were sent to each 
representative, is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Q. Xow, after you were elected secretary of the general 
Body, did you take any action, or not, with respect to see¬ 
ing that the minutes of the General Body meeting would 
be accurate? 

^Ir. Shawe: Well, ^Fr. Examiner, I think that calls for 
a conclusion, I think we ought to have what the witness 
did with the minutes and not to come out and say — 

^Ir. Broun: That is not a conclusion, that is merely a 
(|uestion of whether he took any action. 

'Sir. Shawe: Let’s find out what the action was. 

^Ir. Broun: That will be the next question, find out first 
if lie took action. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: VThy not ask him what his ac¬ 
tivities as secretary were? 

The Witness: I have already stated what my activities 
as secretary were. 

^Ir. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me, as you 
many times said, you can direct a witness’ attention to a 
certain line of inquiry, I would be glad to wander 

13592 around and ask very broad questions until we hap¬ 
pen— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Oh, that is not necessary, you 
can ask him whether he took any action with respect to 
the minutes. You don’t have to call his attention to the 
accuracy of the minutes. Find out what he did with respect 
to the minutes and— 

^[r. Broun: Very well, I withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I daresay about the time we 
get through, why, we will find out whether the minutes 
were accurate. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will yon tell me, Mr. Homing, 
whether or not after yonr election as secretary you did or 
said anything with respect to the minutes, keeping of 
minutes? A. Well, with respect to the minutes in 1937, 
Mr. Brant was a very capable secretary. He had taken 
minutes in the previous year. 

'Sir, Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, is that what he said? 

The Witness: That is what— 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me counsel for the Board should 
let the witness complete his answer. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, counsel for the respondents 
asked this witness whether he said anything with reference 
to the keeping of the minutes and now he is telling us what 
a capable man Mr. Brant is. 

13593 The Witness: Well, read the question, please. 

Mr. Shawe: Find out what he said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Now, I submit, Mr. Examiner, that the wit¬ 
ness is entitled, in answer to that question, to state if he 
conceives it to be part of the situation, whether or not Mr. 
Braiit was a capable man, as showing motivating reason in 
Ills mind for what he did, if anything. 

Mr. Shawe: Furthermore, Mr. Examiner, I will call your 
attention to the fact that there is no place fixed, no time 
fixed. For all I know, this man may have said it to him¬ 
self or told it to Mr. Broun yesterday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think, Mr. Broun, the trouble 
is that that question is really two questions, why not find 
out first what he said about the minutes, if anything, and 
then what he did. 

Q. (By Mr. Broim) Very well, will you tell us first, 
Mr. Homing, whether you said anything" about the keeping 
of minutes. 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the time fixed? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After you were elected secre- 

13594 tary, the time fixed as after you were elected secre- 
tarv— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T)o you mean up to the present 
time? 
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Mr. Broun: Let’s first find out if he said anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever say anything to 
anybody, any time, any place, about the keeping of minutes? 

The Witness; I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, tell us when, Mr. Homing. A. 
After the organization meeting in March, 1937. 

Q. Now, then, whom did you say it to? A. I talked to 
Clare Williams. 

Q. And what was said? A. —who was chairman of the 
General Body at that time and he told me that he would 
clieck on the minutes if I so desired, and if he found any¬ 
thing wrong with them that he would call my attention 
to it. 

Q. What did you say? A. I told him that it was perfectly 
all right with me. Mr. Williams never called my attention 
to any mistakes in the keeping of the minutes. 

Q. Now, will you tell me now, Mr. Horning, what you did 
with reference to the keeping of the minutes during 

13595 vour term ? 

Mr. Shawo: If he did anything? 

^Ir. Broun: I am not asking the witness, Mr. Examiner, 
to tell me what he didn’t do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, Mr. Hom¬ 
ing. 

The Witness: Well, I signed all the minutes of the meet¬ 
ing that were written up. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Before you signed them, did you 
read them? A. I did. 

Mr. Shawe: ^Ir. Examiner, can’t we have the witness 
tell us these things and not Mr. Broun? He is suggesting 
every answer to the witness. Let’s have the witness tell 
us whether he read them or not. Of course, after Mr. 
Broun asked him if he read them, he is going to say “Yes.” 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that a great 
deal of Mr. Shawe’s objecting is wind. 

]\rr. Shawe: Well, I resent that statement, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, if anybody has been blowing off any wind around here 
it has been counsel for the respondents. If they had let 
witnesses for the Board testify last Fall to these facts, 
they would not have to try to hold them out cow. They 
knew all along the Bethlehem Steel Company kept 

13596 these minutes and that respondents furnished secre¬ 
taries to the General Body. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to statements of 
counsel for the Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, there is 
nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Did Mr. Brant continue to take 
minutes of the General Body throughout the year that you 
were secretary? A. He did. 

Q. When was the next meeting of the General Body after 
the organization meeting in March, 1937? A. The latter 
part of April. 

Q. Was anything said at that meeting about the taking 
of minutes by Mr. Brant? A. That question was, “Was 
there anything said by Mr. Brant about the taking—” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, read the question. 

Mr. Broun: No, anything said at the meeting with re¬ 
spect to the taking of minutes by Brant? 

The Witness: Yes, Mr. Williams, Chairman of the Gen¬ 
eral Body, stated that due to the Wagner Act, that the 
company could not furnish us with a recording clerk and 
that the minutes would not be mimeographed by the com¬ 
pany, and that we would have to do something to compen- 
state Mr. Brant for the taking of the minutes. 

13597 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Williams give any 
further statement of the reason for his making that 
statement—^well, perhaps that question is not clear, Mr. 
Homing, I withdraw it. 

You said that Air. Williams said on account of the Wagner 
Act—did he say what he meant by that, did he say any¬ 
thing more about the Wagner Act than simply what you 
have told us? A. He talked about the situation that was 
handed—the decision that was handed down by the Wagner 
Act concerning— 

Q. You mean the decision handed down by the Supreme 
Court? A. The Supreme Court, concerning— 

Q. And what did he say about that decision, did he say 
it had any reference to the other things you have mentioned, 
the mimeographing of minutes and the taking of minutes 
by Brant and so on? A. He said he did not know how that 
affected us, 

Q. Well, now, was Brant at that meeting? A. He was. 

Q. Did Mr. Williams say that he had said anything to 
Brant, or not? A, He said he had talked to Mr. Brant and 
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^Ir. Brant was willing to go along with the idea that 

13598 he would be compensated by us for his time when 
not working. 

Q. You say “compensated by us.’’ Who do you mean by 
“ us ” ? A. The General Body. 

Q. Well, now’, w’as anything else said or done at that 
meeting about the taking of minutes by Brant? A. I am 
not positive whether it was at that meeting. 

Q. Well, wdicn w'as the next meeting of the General Body? 
A. ^lay. 

Q. Well, W’as there anything said or done at that meet¬ 
ing? A. I think Mr. Brant’s title was changed from record¬ 
ing secretary to recording clerk on motion by Enoch Mit¬ 
chell, seconded by someone I did not know who it w’as. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you happen to have the 
minutes of the May meeting of the General Body of 1937? 
I would like you to refresh the witness’ memory— 

13599 Q. Mr. Homing, I show you what Mr. Jones has 
given me as the minutes of the May meeting of the 

General Body dated May 27, 1937, and ask you to look at 
those and see if they refresh your memory as to the action 
you have testified as taken by ^Er. Brant taking the minutes? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question. Mr. 
Broun stated these were minutes of a May meeting— 

Mr. Broun: I stated they were handed me by Mr. Jones, 
counsel for the Plan, as minutes of the May meeting, in re¬ 
sponse to my request. 

Mr. Shaw'e: I don’t know whether they were or not. Mr. 
Jones may have drawm them up last night. 

Mr. Broun: I can refresh his recollection from anything. 
Mr. Shawe: I object to the question as to form, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may examine them. He may 
make an examination of the book handed to him, whatever 
it is. 

Is it intended to offer these as the minutes taken at the 
meeting, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I cannot say definitely. I do not think it 
will be necessary to offer them through this witness at the 
moment. All I want to use them for now is to 

13600 throw a little more light on this point, 

‘ Trial Examiner Bloom; Mr. Homing, what pages 
did you look at? 
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The Witness: Pages 3, 4, and 5. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see it, please. 

Go ahead, Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you— 

^Ir. Broun: ^lay I have the last question read back, 
Mr. Reporter, which I think is not answered? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did looking at the papers I showed 
you refresh your memory? A. They did. 

Q. Can you tell me any more definitely what action was 
taken at the May meeting of the General Body, 1937, with 
respect to Mr. Brant taking minutes? A. At the May meet¬ 
ing, 1937, the No. 1 Committee—the chairman of the No. 
1 Committee presented— 

Mr. Broun: If yau care to look at the papers again, ap¬ 
parently you read a couple of pages and may want to 
look at them again. I don’t know. 

Mr. Shawe: Will the reporter read the last question, 
please ? 

13601 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) WTiat I want to find out about it, 
Mr. Horning, is what was done, as you remember it, about 
the taking of minutes of General Body meetings by Wil¬ 
lard Brant at that meeting? A. At that meeting, the rep¬ 
resentative Sharpe made a motion, seconded by Representa¬ 
tive McNulty, that Mr. Brant’s title be changed from re¬ 
cording secretary to recording clerk. 

Q. I show you the same paper, and ask the reporter to 
read the answer back to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer, please. 

Mr, Shawe; I think that is most improper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us read the question and 
answer. 

Mr. Shawe: The witness has looked at the book three 
limes, and it has not refreshed his memory at all. I sub¬ 
mit he hasn’t a memory as to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 
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(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Tlie Witness: It was vice versa. I wish to make a 
change, from recording clerk to recording secretary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you waiting for me? 

Mr. Broun: I have handed the document to the 

13602 witness for the purpose of refreshing his memory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may go ahead, and 
I will give it back to Mr. Jones, if you don’t mind, when I 
finish what the witness read. 

Mr. Moore: Isn’t it rather improper for you to take 
a paper that lias been produced for the witness to refresh 
his memory, and attempt to take out of it something that 
is not in evidence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say, take out of it. What 
do you mean by that ? 

^Ir. Moore: You are comparing it with something you 
have there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not comparing it with any¬ 
thing at all. I am making a note as to something in this. 

Mr. Moore: Then I say you are taking out of it some¬ 
thing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is my understanding that if 
a witness is shown a document, that document is certainly 
open to inspection by other counsel, and certainly by the 
presiding official. 

Mr. Moore: I do not think it is except as to that part 
of it to which the witness’ attention is called . 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And that is precisely, Mr. 
Moore, what I am referring to. The witness read 

13603 pages 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and, I think, 7. Am I correct 
Mr. Homing? 

The W^itness: Six. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The particular page I am look¬ 
ing at is page 5. I will stop reading at page 6. 

Mr. Jones: I would like to place an objection on the 
record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then the book will not be re¬ 
ferred to, and the witness’ testimony will be stricken physi¬ 
cally from the record. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. 

Mr. Jones: I object to that, too. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: If there is to be any mystery 
about anything shown to a witness, it will remain a com¬ 
plete mystery. 

^fr. Broun: There is no mystery— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is no star chamber pro¬ 
ceeding. 

^Ir. Broun: I showed him the paper— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You certainly did, and what 
you showed him I wanted to see also. I have a perfect right 
to see it. 

Mr. Broun: I haven’t contested your right to see it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Apparently your asso- 

13604 ciate does. 

Mr. Broun: I wished to refresh the witness’ mem¬ 
ory as to a specific point, which was done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He read five pages. For all I 
know it may have been to answers to questions in these 
documents. I don’t know. 

The suggestion that the presiding official cannot examine 
a document that the witness has examined—will not char¬ 
acterize it as it should be characterized. 

Mr. Moore: Go ahead, I have no feelings. You need 
not spare me. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me, Mr. Homing, if 
you know, what was done with the minutes of Standing 
Committees before the meeting of April, 1937? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will the reporter read the ques¬ 
tion? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner. What was done— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After minutes of Standing Commit¬ 
tee meetings were taken and prepared, and before the April 
meeting, 1937, were they considered by anyone? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by 

13605 that question? Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were minutes of Standing 
Committee meetings before the April meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body, in 1937, taken and kept? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by taken 
and kept? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Standing Committees for the 
April meetings, 1937, have a secretary? A. They did. 

Q. Did they have a secretary after the April meeting, 
1937, for the General Body? A. They did. 

Q. You, as I understand it, were secretary for the No. 
2 Standing Committee in the Plan year 1936 to 1937? A. 
Yes. 

Q. WTiat did you do, if anything, with respect to minutes 
of that Standing Committee, when you were secretary? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The W^itness: WTien I was secretary of the No. 2 Stand¬ 
ing Committee, I wrote the minutes in a book that was fur¬ 
nished to me. After the meeting I returned the book to 
Mr. Roberts’ office, in the General Office. 

13606 Mr. Shawe: May I have the last answer read? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The General Office of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company, you mean? A. That is right. 

Q. W'ho was Mr. Roberts? A. Mr. Roberts is the man 
that is connected with industrial relations at the time, at 
the General Office. 

Q. W'hat is Mr. Roberts’ first name, do you know? A. 
Ewart. 

Q. Ewart Roberts? A. That is right. 

Q. Well now, what else, if anything, took place in con¬ 
nection with the preparation of minutes of that Standing 
Committee when you were secretary? I just want you to 
tell me, if you wdl, the whole story about the taking and 
preparing of minutes for the committee. A. The com¬ 
mittee—the minutes were put into mimeographed form and 
sent through inter-plant mail to the representatives through¬ 
out the plant. At the next General Body meeting, all sec¬ 
retaries read their minutes at the General Body meeting. 

Q. At the next General Body meeting, next after what? 
A. After the General Body meeting, after the com- 

13607 mittee meeting. 
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Q. Now, you were secretary for the No. 2 Wage Com¬ 
mittee, No. 2 Standing Committee. Were you secretary for 
any other conmiittee during that year ? A. No. 

Q. Did each other committee have a secretary? A. Yes. 
Q. And was a committee man selected for each commit¬ 
tee or not? A. There was. 

Q. When the secretary of each committee read the 
minutes of his committee meeting, which had taken place 
prior to the General Body meeting at which he read, was 
anything done in respect to those minutes? A. Yes. After 
the minutes were read, they had to be approved before they 
were put on file—they had to be approved by the General 
Body before they were put on file. 

Q. Were any minutes of committees ever corrected, or 
any statements made about whether they were accurate? 
A. As I recall, there were different times when minutes 
were corrected by members of the committees, and changes 
were made. On the whole, there were very few corrections 
made, because the minutes were very accurate. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the conclusion, Mr. Exam- 

13608 iner. The last statement of the witness beginning 
with “on the whole the minutes were very accurate.” 

Tliere^is already testimony in the record that the minutes 
were not accurate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It :riay be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, you say that the minutes 
of the committees were road at General Body meetings. 
Was anything done about minutes of Joint Committees? A. 
They were also read at every General Body meeting. 

Q. Was anything done with respect to those minutes, ever? 
A. You mean, in the way of correction? 

Q. Yes. A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Well, were the minutes of the Joint Committee meet¬ 
ings at which you were present, accurate? A. They were. 

Q. Was any action taken at the General Body with ref¬ 
erence to the Joint Committee’s minutes after they were 
read? A. They were read and approved if they were ac¬ 
curate and nobody had any objection to them, and they 
were filed. 

Q. Was anything done at General Body meetings 

13609 about minutes of the General Body? A, In the way 
of corrections ? 
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Q. Yes. A. I recall one time when there were corrections 
in the minutes of the General Body. 

Q. Were General Body minutes read at the meetings of 
the General Body—I am talking about your 1936-1937 term? 
A. Prior to April, they were not, because every representa¬ 
tive was sent a copy of the minutes, one for himself and 
one to be posted on the bulletin board. 

Q. You mentioned one instance of a correction in the 
minutes. Was that during your 1936 term, your 1936-1937 
term ? A. It was. 

Q. You say an instance of correction. Was a correction 
made or not? A. I recall at one, Mr, William Strange had 
made a statement concerning working over the week-end, 
something about Sundays and holidays, and the men on 
his mill thought it was a bad statement, and Mr. Strange 
came back and said he had made no such statement. He had 
been misunderstood, and he asked that a change be made 
to read as he said, and the change was made. 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you give me Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 13, please? 

13610 (Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 13 was handed 
to ^Ir. Broun.) 

(Thereupon, a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reporter has requested that 
I indicate specifically what should be stricken from the 
record before, with respect to a certain bound volume shown 
to the witness. I think I indicated that everything should 
be stricken. I will change it to read that all questions asked 
beginning after the time the witness was showm the par¬ 
ticular book be stricken from the record. 

Mr. Broun: Prom then on, do you say, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the time I made the original 
order. They are not stricken physically. 

^Ir. Broun: Of course, my objection still is noted? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I suppose. The only difference 
is that I am not striking it physically. I am merely strik¬ 
ing it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You said, Mr. Homing, that the 
minutes of the General Body were not read prior to some 
date. I did not understand just what the date was. Will 
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you tell me just what you meant by that? Were they read 
after some particular date? A. Prior to April of 

13611 this year the minutes were sent through the mail to 
all representatives. They had a copy of the minutes 

themselves, and we never bothered reading them in the 
meeting because every man had that copy. At the present 
time the recording secretary reads the minutes for the 
approval of the General Body. 

Q. "When you said April of this year, you meant, I sup¬ 
pose, April, 1937; is that right? A. That is right. 

Q. Just tell me, Mr. Homing, please, in detail from start 
to finish what was done in 1937 when you were secretary, 
by yourself, and in so far as you know by Mr. Brant, and 
anyone else having to do with the minutes. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has not finished telling 
about the minutes prior to April, 1937. We haven’t found 
out who mimeographed them as yet. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you find it out later. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question, Mr. Reporter, 
please? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: 1 object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the 

13612 question, Mr. Horning? 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Now, Mr. Horning, start if you will 
at the time you were elected as secretary to the General 
Body in 1937, and take your time and tell us in detail as 
far as you know what was done about the minutes of the 
General Body, in your term as secretary? A. In my term 
as secretary’, beginning ^larch, 1937? 

Q. Yes. A. The General Body asked for a clerk to take 
the minutes. Those minutes were mimeographed and sent 
through inter-plant mail to representatives. 

Q. That was the March meeting? A. The March meeting. 
]My duties as secretary in the March meeting was to call 
the roll— 
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Q. You told US what vou did as secretary? A. You want— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Just about the minutes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Just about the minutes. We want 
the preparation of the minutes and what was done with 
the minutes. Everything you know about them. A. The 
minutes were taken by Mr. Brant in March, 1937, mimeo- 
graplied and sent to each representative. In April, I think 
tlie same thing applied, although ^Ir. Williams made 

13613 the statement that we could not post them on the 
bulletin boards, and every meeting thereafter Mr. 

Brant kept the minutes in a record book, subject to my ap¬ 
proval. They were open to my inspection at any time. 

Q. W[\o wrote them in the record book? 

Mr. Shawe: I did not hear the witness’ last answer, due 
to street cars. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it back. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Who wrote the minutes in the rec¬ 
ord book? A. Mr. Brant. 

Q. Did you see the minutes after each meeting, or not? 
A. I was at Mr. Brant’s side, all through the meeting. 

Q. You say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: MTiat was the answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you examine the minutes after 
they were written and sign them? A. AVhenever I signed 
them I examined them, yes. It may not have been right 
after each meeting, but it was some time before the follow¬ 
ing meeting. 

13614 Q. Would you do the same thing for us, ^Ir. Horn¬ 
ing, as to the minutes of the Standing Committee in 

your term as secretary? Tell us what was done as far as 
you know with the minutes of the Standing Committees. A. 
Starting with March? 

Q. That is right. A. In March, the Standing Committees 
—tlie secretary wrote the minutes and they were sent out 
to each representative through inter-plant mail, the same 
as the General Body minutes. 
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Q. Does that mean, each member of the committee? A. 
Each member of the General Body received a copy of them. 
After April, each recording secretary had a book of his 
own, in which he kept his own minutes. Those minutes— 

Q. Who furnished the books, do you know ? A. The book 
was furnished by the General Body under the representa¬ 
tion Plan. Each secretary was held responsible for his 
own minutes and his own book. 

Q. Were they read at General Body meetings or not? A. 
Tlioy were read at every General Body meeting. 

^Ir. Broun: Will the reporter please read the former 
answer? 

(The reporter repeated the previous answer as above set 
forth, as follows: 

13615 “A. The book was furnished by the General Body 
under the Representation Plan. Each secretary was 

held responsible for his own minutes and his own book.”) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, at the end of your term, was 
anything done about those books that each secretary of the 
Standing Committees have? A. Yes. I instructed Mr. 
Brant, secretary of the General Body, to call in all books 
of the secretaries of the committees. 

Q. You mean, recording secretaries? A. That is right. 

Q. Was that done? A. Mr. Brant told me he had gotten 
in all books from the secretaries of the different committees. 

Q. Well now, tell me in the same way, please, what, so 
far as you know, was done during your term as secretary of 
the General Body with respect to minutes of Joint Commit¬ 
tees? A. The minutes of Joint Committees were kept by 
the secretary of the Joint Committee. Each secretary of 
the Joint Committee being responsible for his ovm minutes, 
and his ovm book, and at the end of the meeting they were 
turned in by the recording secretary of the General Body. 

Q. Were the minutes of those Joint Committee 

13616 meetings read at those General Body meetings? A. 
Yes. 

Q. By whom ? A. By the secretary of the Standing Com¬ 
mittee. It so hapi)oned that he was secretary. 

Mr. Shawe: May we inquire as to what year we are 
talking about? He said, term. 
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Mr. Broun: I thought I made it clear as to Mr. Hom¬ 
ing’s term as secretary of the General Body, which was 
1937 to 1938 term. Is that correct, Mr. Homing? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wlien did your term expire, Mr. 
Homing? 

Your term— 

Broun: Mr. Examiner, his term as secretary, I un¬ 
derstand, if it did expire? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

The Witness: The middle part of March. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The latter part of March, 1938? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The middle part of March. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun( 1938? A. That is right. The day of 
the organization. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read that, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

13617 Q. (By Mr. Broun) In 1938; is that right, Mr. 
Homing? A. That is right. 

Q. Mr. Homing, did you ever, while you were an em¬ 
ployees’ representative, handle any grievances? A, I have. 

Q. Can you tell me the general kinds of grievances you 
handled ? A. Well, I handled grievances for men and groups 
of men, and the whole body of men. 

Q. By that, you mean what? A. The men in the plant 
as a whole. 

Q. Well now, will you start, Mr. Horning, from the time 
you first became an employees’ representative which, I 
understand, -was April, 1936, and let us take up the griev¬ 
ances first that you handled for men and groups of men, as 
distinguished from the whole body of employees, and tell 
Tue about some of the grievances which you remember hav¬ 
ing handled, if any? A. Well, when I was elected in April, 
1936, I was under the impression that every damn man in 
the plant needed a raise; more so in my department. I 
tliouglit we were about the lowest paid department in exist¬ 
ence in Bethlehem Steel. I went to my superintendent. We 
had quite a few controversies about wages. After a lot of 
talk conceming wages, we hit on a scheme whereby 

13618 we would give a man a raise every sixth month, if 
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he was doing his work well, and he was not a top rate man. 

"We had a rate set for top rate for inspector, and a man 
drawing less than that was entitled to a raise every sixth 
month, provided he done his work. 

Q. By top rate man, what do you mean? A. By top rate 
man, I would say, a man getting top money in the depart¬ 
ment. 

Q. The highest rate? A. The highest rate in the depart¬ 
ment. 

Q. You mentioned your superintendent. Who was your 
superintendent? A. Mr, Penrod. 

Q. WTiat is his first name, do you know? A. (No answer.) 

Q. If you don’t know, what is his title? A. I know his 
initials—R. E. 

Q. R. E., that is all right. Now, when was that with ref¬ 
erence to the time you were elected as employees’ repre¬ 
sentative, that you made that arrangement? A. Shortly 
after I was elected—within two or three weeks after I was 
elected. 

Q. Did any of the men get raises? A. They have—that 
is, I would sav in mv two-vear term as representative, for 
1936 and 1937.’ 

13619 Mr. Broun: Will you read the last statement, Mr. 
Reporter? 

(Tlie reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know, Mr. Horning, what I 
am speaking of is did any of the men get raises because of 
this arrangement you made back in 1936, two or three weeks 
after you started as a representative? A. I would say prac¬ 
tically 90 per cent, of the men in my department have re¬ 
ceived a raise on that basis. 

Q. Now, after you had arranged that in 1936, do you 
recall anything else that you took up with the men in your 
department then, shortly after that? A. The reconditioners 
in my department stated that they would like to have a 
different floor put in than the one they were working on. 
The floor where they were working was a place where they 
had wrecks, and after taking the wrecks out, the abutments 
were still sticking up, making it a very unsafe place to work, 
and the men were of the opinion it was very bad from a 
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safety standpoint, and asked me to see what I could do 
about it. I took it up with my foreman, and he referred 
me to Mr. Penrod. The fixing of the floor did not come 
under ^Ir. Penrod’s jurisdiction, so he referred me to Mr. 
Bennett. I told Mr. Bennett what I wanted. I told 

13620 him about tlic hazardous condition. He went along 
and had the floor filled in with ashes up to the abut¬ 
ments, and wooden bricks laid across, making a very sub¬ 
stantial floor. 

Q. 'Who is Mr. Bennett? A. Pie is superintendent of 
Gautier. 

Q. This place where the floor was fixed was in the Gautier 
Department? A. That is right. 

Q. Hnder his jurisdiction? A. That’s right. 

Q. You said the floor, as it was, was an unsafe place 
for tlie reconditioners. Can you tell me why it was un¬ 
safe? A. The reconditioner is using a high speed grinding 
machine. With these abutments up, he would be apt to 
trip and get caught with this wheel. The machines over 
there have—tliey turn at revolutions of forty-eight to fifty- 
two liundred revolutions per minute. 

Q. Did the way in which the floor was fixed cure that con¬ 
dition? A. It did. The men were satisfied with the floor 
as it was fixed. 

(>. Do you remember anything else— 

Mr, Shawe: !^^r. Examiner, I hesitated to object 

13621 up to this ])oint, but I do not see how it is material 
to show’ how the representative fixed the floor. If 

tliey liave some lights on them, w’hat difference does that 
make? 

Mr. Broun: Charges w’ere made that the plan is not an 
effective means of collective bargaining. We have a rep¬ 
resentative of the committee on the stand, and I asked him 
W’hat was done, and Board’s counsel objects— 

IVir. Slunve: The question is whether the Plan of Rep- 
i-esentation is a violation of the Wagner Act, and specific¬ 
ally, Section 8 (2). It is not a matter of grievances— 

Mr. Broun: And the way the Plan operates is entirely 
pertinent. 

Mr. Shaw'e: I do not doubt that they take up grievances. 

Mr. Broun: Is it an cffeclivc means of collective bar¬ 
gaining? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The issues are whether or not 
the respondents have dominated or interfered with the ad¬ 
ministration or contributed financially. 

•• 

Mr. Broun: And whether in the operation of the Plan, 
the things done under it show", in effect, things of that 
sort. To show- how it was done is entirely pertinent to the 
issues. 

13622 Mr. Shaw'e: Mr. Examiner, that does not mean 
that we are going to sit here and hear everyone of 

these representatives come up here and tell us how many 
grievances they have taken up and how many lights they 
have gotten and how" many floors the}’ have had fixed. The 
question is w’hether— 

Mr. Broun: Why did the Board’s counsel, may I ask, 
Mr. Examiner, ask the Board’s w’itnosses almost identical 
questions of w"hat w’as done under the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending now 
outside of a lot of conversation. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now’, Mr. Horning, will you 
go ahead and answ’er the question wdiich is pending, I be¬ 
lieve. 

The Witness: Well, in 1936 the men from the straight¬ 
ening department, 36 inch, my department, came to me and 
ask,ed me if I could not have something done about the con¬ 
dition in the locker room. They wanted show’er baths, 
more wash bowds. 

I w"ent to Mr. Bennett and he w’ent along and fixed the 
show’er baths. We squeezed in extra w’ash bow’ls. 

The men didn’t like standing on the ground floor to take 
a bath, they asked for wooden mats to stand on, wdiich they 
received. 

Mr. Bennett also granted us a five-hundred gallon 

13623 instantaneous heater, inasmuch as the old one wasn’t 
sufficient, there w’asn’t sufficient hot water for all 

the men that bathed and w’ashed in that w’ashroom. 

And in 1936— 

Q. Well, now, just a minute, if you are going on to some¬ 
thing else. You say that Mr. Bennett had to do wnth this, 
and you mentioned before having taken up the matter with 
Mr. Penrod; can you tell us w’hy in this case, with reference 
to the W’ashroom, you dealt with Mr. Bennett? A. The 36 
inch w"ashrooni is a part of the 36 inch mill and comes under 
Mr. Bennett’s jurisdiction. 
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Q. So that you took it up with him? A. That’s rig^ht. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, Mr, Horning, I believe you 
had just before the recess finished telling us about the mat¬ 
ter of straighteniiig out the hot water in the 36 inch mill 
showers; do you remember the other matters, any other 
matters that you took up and fixed? A. Well, in 1936 sev¬ 
eral representatives, including myself, took up the matter 
of parking inside of Gautier. We could not come to 

13624 any satisfactoiw agre»einent about parking inside 
the mil!. The niaiiagenient asked the City to set 

aside Center Street for the parking facilities of the men 
froni Gautier. 

Q. Center Street near Gautier? A. Yes, right along 
Gautier. 

Q. Yes. A. That \.’as satisfactory for a time. On the three 
to eleven and eleven to seven shifts, the men started miss¬ 
ing things from their cars such as radiator caps, tires, 
carburetors, hub caps and we went to the management, Mr. 
Bennett, and asked him if something couldn’t be done about 
that and together we worked out a plan for the lighting of 
Center Street. 

Bethlehem went along with it and Center Street was 
lighted with power from the Bethlehem Steel plant and a 
watchman patrolled the street during the dark hours of 
night. 

Q. The Steel Company watchman? A. That’s right. 

Q. Were any lights put up, or were there lights there be- 
foi*e? A. Bethlehem installed the lights and also run them 
on the power from the Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Did that solve the situation of things being 

13625 missing from cars, or not ? A. It did, it eliminated 
quite a bit of stealing. I took up quite a few more 

things that year, too numerous to mention. In fact, I have 
forgotten most of them. I never kept a record of what I 
did do, I am just recalling some of the incidents that are 
fresh in my mind. 
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Q, Did you take up any other things in that year about 
wage rates except the one that you mentioned as having to 
do with the six moiitlis, a n\isc every six months? A. You 
mean for my own department? 

Q. Your own department, or did you lake up anything for 
any other department? A. I did, in 1036 I was with two 
other representatives when we went to Mr. Bennett and 
asked him for a raise for the millwrights, general mill¬ 
wrights in Gautier. 'Well, I mean by that, I mean the mill¬ 
wrights that actually work on the mills in Gautier. 

Q. Wliat happened about that? A. They had quite a con¬ 
versation with Mr. Bennett. We couldn’t reach a decision 
on the raise to the millwrights. We had the millwrights 
up there several times with the representatives and wo 
talked it over pro and con with Mr. Bennett, and still could 
not reach a decision. 

13626 About that time we had the election. 

In 1937 I was stationed down in Lower Cambria, 
I was on the polls at District No. 50 in the Lower Works. 

Q. Were you a teller there? A. I was the teller there. It 
so happened that there were millwrights voted in my dis¬ 
trict. In a conversation with the millwrights in Lower 
Cambria I found out that there was a ditferential of seven 
and a half cents between the millwrights in Lower Cambria 
and the millwrights in Gautier. 

After the election I immediately went back to Mr. Ben¬ 
nett. This time I went by myself because the representa¬ 
tives that were with me before had been defeated in this 
election. I told Mr .Bennett about the differential. He was 
rather sceptical about there being that much dilference be¬ 
tween the two mills, and he said he would look into it. 

He did, and found the statement to be correct and the 
millwrights were given an increase to bring them on a par 
with the millwrights of Lower Cambria. 

Q. Does that mean they were given an increase of seven 
and a half cents an hour? A. They were. 

Q. Now, I believe you said that you did not remember at 
the moment anything else that you took up in your 

13627 term as a representative from April, 1936 to March, 
1937; now, can you tell us what grievances you han¬ 
dled and remember in the 1937-1938 term? A. Well, in 1937 
the plan that Mr. Penrod and I had worked out in the be- 
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giiniing of 1936 was still in effect. The men were—they 
weren’t getting to]) rates, were still entitled to a raise every 
six months, providing they done good work. 

The top men, the top rate men in the department were 
under the iiiipression that they weren't receiving enough 
money and they asked me to see what T could do about it. 

After a Icngtiiv conversation with Mr. Penrod, the two 
and a half cent raise was granted to the top rate men. 

Q. Is that two and a half cents on what time? A. Two 
and a half cents an hour. 

Q. Two and a half cents per hour? A. Over what they 
were getting. 

Q. Now, do you recall anything else? A. Nothing more 
concerning wages. 

Q. How about other things? A. Well, at the beginning 
of the year, at the beginning of the winter season, the doors 
were broken, the big ti*ain dooi*s were broken on the 13, 
the 8" 2 and at the main gate. The men complained 

13628 about the drafts. They said it was hard on their 
health and asked if I could have something done 

about that. 

Q. Those train doors, you say, will you tell me what you 
mean by that? A, Train doors? 

Q. What does that mean? A. That is where the train 
enters the building, whenever the train is out we have 
doors that we drop. 

Q. A railroad train? A. Railroad train, that’s right. 
We have doors that we drop to close the building again. 
They were broken and the wind came down. I went to Mr. 
Bennett with this complaint and he went along with me in 
the fixing of the doors. 

Q. They were fixed, were they ? A. Thoy were. 

Q. Now, anything else that you took up that you remem¬ 
ber? A. Well, one day while I was working at the side 
shears, a unit of the 36 inch; a man came to me and told 
me that the Plan was no God-damn good because they had 
asked for one thing that year and had been refused on it. 
I asked him what it was and he said that they were asking 
for gables to be put in at the end of the building, that they 
were out and they were causing a terrible draft. He 

13629 said that their representatives had taken it up with 
Mr. Bennett and been refused on the gables. 
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That day I met Mr. Bennett in the mill. I told him about 
the conversation I had had and asked him if It wasn't pos¬ 
sible to have them gables put in. lie stated that he re¬ 
membered the man coming to him, he was a busy man and 
it had slipped his mind. 

He ask^d me if I would walk down with him to where 
they were out, which we did. He looked it over and within 
an hour he had a man up there liguring the job out and the 
next day they were put in. 

Q. Did Mr, Bennett say whether or not the other em¬ 
ployees’ representatives had spoken to him more than once? 

A. As I recall it, the representative had never been back 
after making his first attempt to have the gables put in. 

Q. Did Mr. Bennett tell you that or not? A. I think he 
did, I am positive. 

Q. Well, now, you say that the next day the thing was 
completed? A. It was. 

Q. How could that be, what w'as the trouble, what was 
the situation? A. Well, they had put a new building in and 
up at the top there was an opening, I would say ten 

13630 to twelve feet high. Whenever they fixed it they did 
not put bricks in, it w'as fixed with sheet tin, which 

was sufficient to keep the draft out. 

Q. In other words, there had been an open space between 
the wall and the roof? A. That’s right. 

Q. And the next day they put the sheet tin in there to 
stop it up? A. That’s right. 

Q. Well, now, do you remember anything else? A. Some 
re-inspectors complained about windows that were knocked 
out last summer when they were fixing the roof in Gautier, 
complained that they caused a draft this winter. I went 
to Mr. Bennett and asked him if he would have all them 
windows replaced, which he did. 

What happened this year concerning safety was the in- | 
spection of chain cranes. I w^asn’t the instigator of that. | 

Q. Some inspection of the crane chains? A. Crane | 
chains. I wasn’t the man that started that, but it was 
started in a safety meeting by representatives and the job 
was handled through my department. 

Q. You mean the job of inspecting, or the job of 

13631 getting— A. The job of inspecting chains was 
handed down to the inspection department all 
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through the plant. The chains are inspected once every 
day. 

Q. There are the chains that are used in operating the 
crane? A. That is right, the chains that are in operation 
are inspected once a day by some inspector or others 
throughout the plant. 

Q. Now, you have mentioned Mr. Bennett’s name in re¬ 
spect to a number of these grievances; is the reason you 
went to Bennett the same reason that you had gone to him 
in the other cases, or not? A. The reason I went to Mr. 
Bennett was that all them jobs fell under the jurisdiction 
of Mr. Bennett. 

Q. Now, do you remember anything else? A. Well, I 
took, up quite a few things pertaining to safety, such as the 
racking of steel. There was quite a few other things that 
I had taken up that are vei*y numerous. 

Q. Did you keep a record of ’37 ? A. I never kept a rec¬ 
ord of anything that I took up. 

13632 Q. Well now, in taking up these grievances you 
have indicated that you -went to see Mr. Bennett 

and Mr. Penrod, they were the superintendents, as I under¬ 
stand it; did you have to go to see anybody else, or did you 
go to see anybody else about them? A. No, I never had to 
go over either superintendents’ heads for anything. The 
things that I asked for were granted, and I never had to go 
out of the department to get them. 

Q. Now, you said that you had also taken up grievances 
while you were employees’ representative, as I understood 
you, that applied or that had to do with all of the men in 
the plant; what sort of grievances were they, what did they 
have to do with? A. Well, in 1936 I was a member of the 
No. 2 Wage Committee, in the early part of the year, of 
the General Body meeting. They asked the No. 2 Standing 
Committee on Wages to draw up a resolution asking for a 
wage increase of no less than 10 per cent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: WTio is “they”, Mr. Horning, 
you say “they asked.” 

The Witness: The General Body. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember about when that 
was, Mr. Homing, what month? A. I think it was 

13633 in April, the early part of the year. 
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Q. Was that a regular meeting? A. It was, 

Q. Of the General Body? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you have the minutes of the 
General Body meeting in April, 1936? 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, before Mr. Broun 
proceeds with the minutes I have no objection to him show¬ 
ing the minutes to this witness, but everything that is shown 
to the witness I submit that we ought to have a right to 
look at. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is elementary law, 
you don’t have to worry about that. 

Mr. Shawe: Apparently Mr. Moore'didn’t think so be¬ 
fore. I just wanted to state our position on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, in case you don’t 
know the procedure we have follo’wed in this proceeding, 
if one of the attorneys makes a request of you for a docu¬ 
ment you don’t have to honor that request, it is entirely up 
to you. In other words, if you want to exhibit your files to 
another counsel you may do so, but there is no compelling 
rule in any sense of the word. Do you have any more 
questions, Mr. Broun? 

13634 Mr. Broun: Yes, I do, Mr. Examiner. Just a mo¬ 
ment, I want to look at this. I wonder, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, if you will let me see the minutes of the May meeting 
of 1936 ? Is it in this book by any chance ? 

Mr. Jones: There are three May meetings, which May 
meeting do you mean, Mr. Broun, special meeting or reg¬ 
ular meeting? 

Mr. Broun: It is a regular meeting, I think the witness 
said. Thank you. 

(Document handed to Mr. Broun.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I show you a docu¬ 
ment, the first page of which is the statement, “Bethlehem 
Steel Company, Cambria Plant, Minutes of General Body 
Meeting of Employees’ Representative May 28th, 1936—” 

Mr. Shawe: I object to counsel reading that into the 
record, Mr. Examiner, that document is not in evidence. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, as I understand it, I can 
show the document, any document, to refresh his recollec¬ 
tion— 

Mr. Shawe: Certainly you can show him a document, 
you don’t have to read it. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Has Ihoro been any showing ho 
exhausted his recollection? 

13635 Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Examinerj he said he didn’t 
know which date the General Body meeting was held 

on, he thought it was in the Spring. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And I also call your attention to a 
page headed with Arabic 2 and two paragrapiis at the bot¬ 
tom of that page, being the next to the last, and the last 
full paragraph on the page, and the paragraph which runs 
over to the next page headed 3. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now let’s sec exactly what you 
want the witness to look at. 

Mr. Broun: That there (pointing). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see. 

Mr. Broun: And the rest of that page there on to that 
page. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection to his 
looking at the full page? 

Mr. Broun: Oh, I have no objection to his looking at the 
full page. 

13636 Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, to the witness’ 
looking at it? 

Mr. Broun: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection to my 
looking at the page? 

Mr. Broun: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I do so? 

Mr. Broun: Certainly, 

Mr. Shawe: I would like to know if there is any objec¬ 
tion to Board’s counsel looking at the full page? 

Mr, Broun: I have no objection. 

Mr. Shawe: Do you have any objections, Mr. Jones? 
Mr. Jones: No. 

Mr. Broun; Shouldn’t we, Mr. Examiner, though, have 
the witness look at it first? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I want to see what you are 
showing the witness before he looks at it. 

Mr. Broun: I understood the rule was you could show 
the witness anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can show him anything, but 
I wanted to make sure what you are showing him. 
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Mr. Broun: I described it in detail. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; That’ right, but you described 
generally the contents, but I want to see what the 

13637 contents was. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t understand it made any dif¬ 
ference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, I think it does make a 
difference. All right, did you want to see this, Mr. Shawe ? 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Shawe, there are a certain num¬ 
ber of pages. 

Mr. Shawe; How many pages can I look at ? 

Mr. Jones; The first two, as I understand. 

Mr. Broun: The first two pages, I understand, is what 
we are referring to and the paragraph that runs over to 
one line. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry, I was just reading that top 
line. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Horning, I show you the 
pages about which we have been talking, you can look at the 
whole pages, as far as 1 am concerned, but all that I call 
your attention to, that I am particularly interested in your 
looking at, is the information at the top of the page which 
I read before, you recall, and uie paragraphs which 1 de¬ 
scribed starting with the words, “Representative Davies” 
and going through the top of the next page,”—meeting a 
little later—” and the question which I ask you is, 

13638 whether that refreshes your memory as to the date 
on which the General Bodv took the action that vou 

liave stated in directing the No. 2 Wage Committee to ask 
for an increase. 

(A document was passed to the witness.) 

Q. (Continued) After you have looked at it, all I want 
to know is whether or not you can tell me the date of the 
meeting and, if so, what the date was? A. The date was 
May 28th. 

Q. What year? A. 1936, 

^Ir. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion olf the record.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Will you, Mr. Reporter, mark this in pen¬ 
cil for identification? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents' Exhibits 169-A to D, inclusive, for 
Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, 1 show you a docu¬ 
ment consisting of four pages, marked respectively Re¬ 
spondents' Exhibit 169-A for Identification, Respondents’ 
Exhibit 169-B for Identification, Respondents’ Ex- 
33639 hibit 169-C for Identification, and Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 169-D for Identification, and ask you to tell me, 
if you know, what the document consisting of those four 
2 )ages marked as I have stated is ? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 169-A to D were passed to the 
witness.) 

A. It is the minutes of the General Body meetings of the 
Emifioyees’ Rei^resentatives held May 28, 1936. 

Q. Were you on May 28, 1936, a member of the General 
Body ? A. I was. 

Q. AVere you i^resent at the meeting of the General Body 
on that date ? A. I was. 

Q. Who was the secretary of the General Body at that 
time? A. John Dudash. 

Q. How do you sj)ell that name? A. J-o-h-u D-u-d-a-s-h. 

Q. Do you know the signature of John Dudash ? A. I do. 

Q. Are the minutes which you referred to signed by any 
signature ? A. John Dudash, Secretary. 

Q. Is that the signature of John Dudash? A. 
13640 It is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever seen this 
signature before ? 

The AVitness: I have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever seen him write 
his name? 

The AA’itness: I have. 

Air. Broun: Air. Examiner, I olTor in evidence Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit No. 169-A. 169-B, 169-G, 169-D, respectively, 
comprising a single document as Respondents’ Exhibit 
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169-A, 169-B, 169-C and 169-D, respectively, comprising a 
single document. 

Mr. Shawe: May I ask a few questions, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Voir Dirt on Respondents* Exhibits lOO-A to D For 

Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Horning, I show you Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibits 169-A through 169-D, inclusive, and ask you 
to tell me if you ever saw those identical minutes before 
they were presented here today ? 

(Respondents’ Exhibits 169-A to D were passed to the 
witness.) 

A. I did. 

Q. Where did you see Ihose minutes for the first 

13641 time; do you understand what I mean by those min¬ 
utes, I am referring to those particular minutes that 

you have in your hand at the present time. A. You mean 
this set that is in the book? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, those four pages. 
The Witness: 1 seen them yesterday. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, that was the first time you 
saw them? A. That’s right. 

Q. Who showed them to you? A. Mr. Broun. 

Q. "Who else was present when he showed them to you? 
A. No one. 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Broun got the minutes? A. 
I can’t say, no. 

Q. Do you know who wrote those minutes ? A. The Re¬ 
cording Secretary, the fellow that was on before, I can’t 
think of his name— 

Mr. Broun: Fisher, was it not? 

The Witness: Mr. Fisher. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And who is Mr. Fisher? A. Mr. 
Fisher is a clerk, is the clerk of the Safety Department. 

Q. As I understand you, Mr. Fisher took the pencil notes 
at the meeting and those minutes were niimeo- 

13642 graphed from the pencil notes which Mr. Fisher 
took, is that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr, Examiner, as assuming a state 
of facts not in evidence. The witness hasn’t testified about 
that in the detail in which Mr. Shawe states it. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what are you offering it 
for, Mr. Broun, as the minutes? 

13643 Mr. Broun: I am offering that as the minutes of 
the meeting of April—^was it May? 

The Witness: May 28th, 1936. 

Mr. Broun: May 28th, 1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are not offering it merely 
as four documents signed as an individual— 

Mr. Broun: No, sir, I am offering these as the minutes. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: As the actual minutes? 

Mr. Broun: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection overruled. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr, Examiner, I haven’t finished yet. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I have overruled the objection. 
The witness answered the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Oh, I am sorry. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now can you tell me, Mr. Horning, 
who mimeographed those minutes ? 

Mr, Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, as I understand it the 
offer has been accepted? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: As I understand it the offer was accepted, 
or did you merely overrule the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I overruled your objection to 
the question on the voir dire. 

13644 Mr. Broun: Very well. We don’t know about 
the minutes— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; We have to find out something 
about the minutes. 

Mr. Broun: I misinterpreted your statement about why 
I was offering it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I was ruling on the pending ob¬ 
jection. 

Mr. Broun: I see 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read the question? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as follows: 
“Q. Now can you tell me, Mr. Horning, who mimeo¬ 
graphed those minutes?”) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What is your answer? A. I said no. 
Q. Does the Plan of Employees’ Representation have a 
mimeographing machine? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you referring to the pres¬ 
ent time? 

Mr. Shawe: I am referring to the time when those min¬ 
utes were mimeographed, May, 1936. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that as having nothing to do 
with the qualification of the document, who did the mimeo¬ 
graphing, where they were mimeographed has nothing to 
do with w’hether they were the minutes of the meet- 

13645 ing or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you are trying 
to qualify these documents through this witness we cer¬ 
tainly ought to find out what he knows about them, whether 
he has ever seen them before, whether he, in fact, knows 
that these are the minutes of that particular meeting. 
There has been certainiy no showing of it up to this time. 

Mr. Broun: Well, let me ask a question. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I have a pending question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, no, see if Mr. Broun can 
first qualify it. There hasn’t been a prima facie qualifica¬ 
tion made yet. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You, Mr. Horning, were secretary 
of the General Body, when? A. March, 1937 to March, 
1938. 

Q. And you testified that the minutes of the General 
Body were under your general supervision? A. Yes, 

Q. Did you, while you were secretary of the General 
Body, have the bound book that you have in your hand 
under your custody? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that ques- 

13646 tion, the witness has already answered that ques- 
fion, he told us that the first time he saw those min¬ 
utes was yesterday when Mr. Broun gave them to him. 

Mr. Broun: And Mr. Shawe made it clear he was re¬ 
ferring to the identical pages of the minutes -which are in 
a bound volume. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, in other words, this par¬ 
ticular bound volume contains certain documents; when 
was the first time you saw those pages, that bound volume 
containing those pages? 

The Witness: At the beginning of the year, March 1937. 

^Ir. Broun: What was the answer ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 
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(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that bound volume the bound 
volume which jmu had under your custody as secretary of 
the General Body beginning at that time, or notf A. It 
was. 

Mr. Broun: That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

13647 Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I submit that 
these minutes certainly haven’t been properly quali¬ 
fied and I object to them on that ground. 

Voir Dire Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) From whom did you 
receive the bound volume at the beginning of your term as 
secretary, Mr. ^lorning, that is, who gave the book to you, 
the bound volume, rather f 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, if I might object to 
your question, I don’t believe that it is quite a fair one to 
the witness because he testified that at the end of his term 
all the minutes were in the possession of the recording sec¬ 
retary pursuant to his direction and under his general su¬ 
pervision. Now that leads me to ask your permission to 
ask one more question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) At the beginning of the 1937 term 
as secretary" do you know where the minutes of the General 
Body were kept, or by whom they were kept? A. No; no, I 
don’t know where they were kept. 

Q. Do you know who kept them before you were elected 
secretary? A. I think Mr. Fisher. 

Q. That was the Fisher who was the clerk that 

13648 took the minutes? A. The clerk that took the min¬ 
utes. 

Q. Well, now, you told us that Fisher, I believe, was only 
a clerk for the General Body takjng minutes for about two 
months after 1936, and then Brant— A. That’s right. 

Q. —was the clerk after that? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Fisher still have the minutes! A. You mean 
when I started my term? 

Q. When you became secretary? A. VTien I— 

Q. What clerk had taken the minutes of the General Body 
meeting prior to the time that you became secretary, the 
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first one before you became secretary? A. Before I be¬ 
came—Mr. Brant had taken the minutes prior to the time 
I became secretary of the General Body, 

Q. Well, now then, was it Brant or Fisher, if either one 
of them, who had the minutes? A. It was Brant. 

Q. From whom did the minutes of the General Body 
come when they came into your general supervision, 

13649 whether they came into your hands physically or 
not? A. Mr. Brant. 

Q. Did he continue to keep them for you, or not ? A. He 
did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, Mr, Horning, I 
donH quite understand this; when you became secretary, 
did you ever get, did you ever see those minutes, anybody 
ever give them to you, hand them to you? 

The Witness: They were brought into the meeting— 

Mr. Broun: You have got two questions, if I may ob¬ 
ject again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, strike the question. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) When was the first time 
you ever saw that bound volume? 

Mr. Broun: The witness has told you that, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, March ’37. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, March has thirty-one 
days. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) IVhen in March did you 
first see them? A. At the organization meeting in March. 

Q. Now, tell us the circumstances under which you saw 
the bound volume of minutes, who brought them to the or¬ 
ganizational meeting? A. I am not positive just who 
brought them. 

13650 Q. Do you think it may have been Mr. Brant? A. 
It may have. 

Q. Was there any one else whom you think of that it 
may have been? A. It may have been Clare Williams, as 
chairman. 

Q. I see. Now, were the minutes at any time during the 
meeting physically delivered to you just the way you have 
got them in your hand right now, did anybody ever hand 
them over to you and say, “You are the secretary, heue 
is the minutes”? A. No, I think that at the beginning of 
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the meeting, right at the beginning of the meeting the re¬ 
cording secretary was askjjd for. 

Q. Was asked for it? A. Well, they voted to ask the 
management for a recording secretary, 

Mr. Broun; Will you read that, please? 

(The reporter repeated the two previous questions and 
answers as above set forth.) 

Q, (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, now, was a re¬ 
cording secretary furnished pursuant to that request, do 
you know? A. He was. 

Q. Well, now, did he come into that particular meeting? 
A. He did. 

Q. Were the minutes delivered to him, or to you, at 

13651 that time, if either one of them? A. Well— 

Mr. Broun: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, if I may 
break in for a moment. The witness has already testified 
that the request was made and that Brant was there and 
that Brant continued— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want to find out who actually 
got the minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I would agree with you there, but I 
think we arc getting off a little bit now into the requests 
for the recording secretaiy. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) When the meeting 
started, as I understand, cither Mr. Williams or Mr. Brant 
had the minutes, is that your best recollection of it, Mr. 
Horning? 

^Ir, Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, if I may continue to 
object, I think that the witness said that it might have 
been Williams or Brant, but he wasn't positive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, you are not posi¬ 
tive whether Mr. Williams had it or Mr. Brant had it or 
somebody else had it, is that the idea, Mr. Horning? A. 
That is right. 

Q. Now, let’s assume that Mr. Williams had it, just so 
that we will get along with this, if Mr. Williams 

13652 had the minutes at any time during the meeting, did 
ho hand them over to yon so that you had them in 

cither your right had or your left hand, just the way you 
have them now in your right hand? 
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Mr. Broun: May we state before you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, I want to know 
if he ever had them. 

Mr. Moore: In both hands. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore suggests both 
hands; did you ever actually have hold of the minutes at 
that meeting? 

The Witness: I wouldn’t state that I didn’t but I can’t 
remember whether I did or not. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read that? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, when was the 
first time that you now recall having seen that, the min¬ 
utes contained in that bound volume, when was the first 
time you actually examined the minutes, if you ever did 
examine them? 

Mr. Broun: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, are you talking 
about the precise minutes in the volume, or are you talk¬ 
ing about minutes identical with that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am talking about this 
13653 bound volume, he is the secretary and, as I under¬ 
stand it, you are qualifying, attempting to qualify, 
these on the theory that as secretary he received the 
minutes from the preceding, the retiring secretary. 

Mr. Broun: I am trying to qualify them on the ground 
that they are part of the document— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which he received as secre¬ 
tary. 

Mr. Broun: Which he received as secretary and k;ept 
the records. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What I want to find out is if 
he ever received them. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) ^Vhen w'as the first time 
you really remember having this bound volume and having 
examined it, if you ever did examine it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the documents were pro¬ 
duced by the counsel for the Plan as minutes of the Plan 
and the witness testified he was secretary of the Plan, that 
he had seen the bound volume in the March, 1937 organiza¬ 
tion meeting. It doesn’t seem to me any further qualifica¬ 
tion is necessary. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you sure this is the docu¬ 
ment you saw at the organizational meeting March, in 
1937? 

The Witness: I am. 

13654 Trial Examiner Bloom: What makes you sure of 
that? 

The Witness: Well, I— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever examine it at 
that time? 

The Witness: I ran through it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you ran through it at 
that time? 

The Witness: I am positive I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Was it handed to you, then, 
some time during the meeting? 

The Witness: I don’t know whether it was handed to 
me or whether I picked it up from the desk. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But you are sure you examined 
it at that time? 

The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, what did you do with the 
minutes, have they been in your possession since that time, 
since March? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that has been answered by 
the witness on direct. 

Mr. Shawe: That has not been answered, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know what the an¬ 
swer is. 

Mr. Broun: Well, it is in the record. 

13655 The Witness: The recording secretary keeps the 
minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever kept the minutes, 
this particular set of minutes? 

The Witness: I have not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where does the recording sec¬ 
retary keep them, if you know? 

The Witness: That I couldn’t say. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

The Witness: I couldn’t tell you that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever had occasion to 
go to the recording secretary and ask to see the minutes? 
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The Witness: I have not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know for a fact 
that that volume now is in the same condition as it was 
when it was turned over to you, if you want to call that 
turning over to you, at the meeting, the organizational 
meeting in March, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Now, wait a minute, Mr. Examiner, you 
should find out first before you ask that question, shouldn’t 
you, whether there were any other minutes in it of subse¬ 
quent meetings? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand it, this is 
simply the bound volume of the preceding year, of 

13656 the year preceding the time when he became secre¬ 
tary? 

Mr. Broun: Well, I don’t know whether it is or not, 
there is nothing in the record, it simply is that it is a bound 
volume of minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out. Mr. Horning, do 
you know what this bound volume represents, is supposed 
to represent? 

The Witness: It represents the meeting— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What? 

The Witness: Do you care if I look through it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, go right ahead, suit your¬ 
self, I want you to look through it so you will know what 
you are talking about. 

The Witness: It represents minutes of the General 
Body meetings of the Employees’ Representatives of April 
23, 1936 to April 28, 1937. 

13657 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now, prior to yes¬ 
terday, Mr. Horning, when was the time preceding 

yesterday that you saw those minutes, or that bound vol¬ 
ume of minutes? You told us about two times, one at the 
organizational meeting of March 27th, and yesterday when 
you and Mr. Broun had it. Now, in between those two pe¬ 
riods did you ever see those minutes? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there has been some em¬ 
phasis laid on precise pages, as distinguished from the 
minutes in general. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am talking about the bound 
volume. I don’t know—let us find out what the witness 
knows. 
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Have you ever seen that bound volume of minutes fronv 
the time, in ^larch, when you did see them, as you say you 
went through it, and up until yesterday? 

The Witness: I think I seen them again in April. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: April of this j*ear? 

The Witness: April of last year. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Following April, from April 
until yesterday, have you ever seen the bound volume of 
minutes? 

The Witness: I cannot say I have. They were in the 
custody of Mr. Brant. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Brant, you sayf 

13658 The Witness: Yes. He was keeping his min¬ 
utes, and the record book, other than this book. 

Mr, Shawe: Mr. Examine!’, may we have Mr. Brant’s 
first name? 

The Witness: Willard Brant. 

Mr. Broun: W-i-l-l-a-r-d. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Brant is the person to qualify these 
documents. Certainly this witness does not know’ anything 
about it 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that that remark is unwrar- 
ranted. 

Mr, Shawe: I do not think so. He said the only time 
he saw them was at an organizational meeting, and the next 
time when Mr. Broun showed him them, 

Mr. Broun: What difference does it make if he did? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It does not make any differ¬ 
ence whether this witness is qualified or not. I hope you 
w’ill bring in Mr. Brant, who actually had custody of them. 

I will sustain the objection. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now', you told us, Mr. Horning, 
that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun. 

13659 If you want to put on someone else to qualify the 
documents, to continue with the witness, you may 

do so. 

Mr. Broun: No, Mr. Examiner. It seems that this sit¬ 
uation is similar to the situation before in the case where 
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the minutes were produced by counsel for the Plan, and 
there should be no question, and if counsel for the Board 
does not want the minutes in— 

Mr, Shawe; I will break in and protest. If you want 
my opinion, counsel for the respondents does not want to 
show the facts. He is afraid to bring Mr. Brant in be¬ 
cause the Bethlehem Steel has printed that. 

Mr. Broun: That is an unwarranted statement. That is 
pi’iviieged— 

Mr. Shawe: We do not want a witness to testify to min¬ 
utes brought out of the thin air. For all I know, Eug^ene 
Grace kept them. 

Mr. Moore: What if he did. I am the secretary of a 
corporation. I never see the minutes, but the fact that 
minutes are there, signed up by me as secretary of the cor¬ 
poration means that they are minutes of the corporation, 
and they are admissible in evidence. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Moore knows well that he is not quali¬ 
fied. I do not know what objection there is to bring in 
someone w’ho is qualified. We want the correct min- 
13660 utes. 

Mr. Moore: You have minutes signed by the sec¬ 
retary, and whether they are in a book or not in a book, 
they are admissible. You do not have to produce the secre¬ 
tary. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, what is the objection to bringing Mr. 
Brant in? 

Mr. Broun: There isn’t any. You cannot bring in two 
witnesses at a time. 

Mr. Shawe: We will excuse the witness. 

Mr. Broun: Nobody asked you to excuse him. 

Mr. Shawe: Apparently you do not want to. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You told us that the General Body, 
on May 28th, 1936, instructed the No. 2 Standing Wage 
Committee to take action about an increase in wages. A. 
To draw up a resolution asking for not less than 10 per 
cent. 

Q. Tell me, from there on, what took place in so far as 
you know with respect to this matter. A. At a meeting of 
the No. 2 Standing Wage Committee, we had quite a dis¬ 
cussion about wages. 
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'We drew up a resolution asking for 20 per cent increase, 
to the General Body, at the next meeting for their ap¬ 
proval. 

Q, Approval of what? The resolution? A. Approval of 
the resolution. 

13661 Q. Was there any discussion in the Standing 
Wage Committee about the matter? A. I said we 

had a long discussion. 

Q. I did not hear you. I beg your pardon. Now then, 
after that meeting of the Standing Wage Committee, what 
happened, if anything? Was the resolution drawn up, at 
the meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: 1 object to the question. It is leading. 

Mr. Broun: What is leading? I am asking whether a 
resolution the witness has said w'as mentioned and discussed 
at the meeting was or was not drawn up at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not ask when it was 
drawn? 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) When was it drawn up, if it was 
drawn up? A. The resolution was not drawn up. At the 
meeting we discussed wages at considerable length. At the 
meeting it was decided to draw up the resolution. It was 
drawn up in the evening, on our own time. 

Q. By, on your own time, who do you mean? A. After 
working hours, on our own time. 

Q. Where was it drawn up? A, At Foster Jones—Fos¬ 
ter Jones drew it up. 

13662 Q. What I -want to know is, where? A. At Mr. 
Jones ^ home. 

Q. Now then, what happened, if anything? A. At the 
next General Body meeting I presented the resolution to 
the secretary of the General Body, and asked him if he 
would read it, which he did. 

Q. Did anything else happen at that General Body meet¬ 
ing, about it? A. There was a discussion about the resolu¬ 
tion, and upon motion of one of the representatives, the 
motion being seconded, it was passed as a resolution to be 
handed to the management concerning wages. 

Mr. Broun: Will the reporter read the last statement, 
please? 
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(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Mr. Jones, do you happen to have, and would you mind 
showing to me the minutes of the next meeting of the No. 2- 
Standing Committee under the Plan, after May 28th, 1936? 

(The minutes referred to were produced by Mr. Jones.) 

Mr, Broun: May I have this marked for identification? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 170 for Identification.) 

13663 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I show you the 
document marked as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 170 

for Identification, and ask you to tell me if you know what 
it is? A. It is minutes of the No. 2 Standing Committee of 
June 19, 1936. 

Q. Is that the meeting at which the Standing Commit¬ 
tee, as you have testified, took action with respect to a pro¬ 
posed resolution on wages? A. It is. 

Q. Were those minutes signed in any way? A. They are 
signed by the chairman and signed by me as secretary. 

Q. Is that your manual signature? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You signed that yourself? A. Yes . 

Q. Did you read the minutes before you signed them? 
A. I read them to the General Body before I signed them. 

Q. You read them to the General Body? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Was it your duty as secretary of that committee reg¬ 
ularly to read it at General Body meetings, to read the 
minutes of the meetings of the committee? A. It 

13664 was. 

Q. And were the minutes of the committee meet¬ 
ing prepared in the regular course of your duty as secre¬ 
tary? A. They were. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know what counsel 
means by “regular course of his duty as secretary.” 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if the man is the secretary 
of the committee, I want to know whether or not in the 
regular course of his duty as secretary, minutes of this 
sort were read at the General Body meeting. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The reporter will read the 
previous question. 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: It calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you have him tell us, 
Mr. Broun, what that means, rej^lar course of his duty as 
secretary. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us, Mr. Horning, what 
was done with respect to these minutes, and whether that 
was the same thing done with other minutes of the com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr, Shawe: Let us take one thing at a time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The regular course of his duty 
as secretary— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What do you understand that 

13665 means? 

Mr. Shawe: Not what he understands. 

The Witness: As secretary, I wrote these minutes in 
longhand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You wrote the minutes in long- 
hand? 

The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you do with them 
after that, after you wrote them in longhand? 

Mr, Broun: The witness has testified about this on di¬ 
rect examination. He said, as secretary of No. 2 Commit¬ 
tee he took notes, took minutes, and put them into the— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to counsel telling the witness the 
answers to the questions. Let the witness tell us about this 
specifically. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand it, you wrote out 
the minutes? A. I did. 

Q. Then what happened to them, if you know? A. I took 
the book I had written the minutes in after the meeting to 
Mr. Roberts’ office. 

Q. Are these minutes you have mentioned here the min¬ 
utes you wrote out? A. They are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, copies. 

13666 Q. (By Mr. Broun) A copy of what you wrote 
out? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. An accurate copy? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respond¬ 
ents ’ Exhibit No. 170 for Identification as Respondents’ 
Exhibit No. 170 in evidence. 

Voir Dire Examination on Respondents* Exhibit No, 170 

For Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you told us, Mr. Horning, 
that you took the notes, the minutes of the No. 2 Standing 
Committee made on June 19, from which this mimeo¬ 
graphed copy was made, Respondents’ Exhibit No. 170 in 
evidence; is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Does that mean you do not object to the 
offer? 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. I meant to say Respondents’ 
Exhibit for Identification. 

The Witness: Repeat the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I did. 

Mr. Broun: What was the answer? 

The Witness: I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) After you took the pencil 
13667 notes at the meeting, what did you do with the notes ? 

Mr. Broun: I object. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He did not say pencil notes. 
He simply said notes. He can take them in pencil or in red 
ink— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you take the notes in pencil or 
ink? 

Mr. Broun: I object. I would like to know what coun¬ 
sel for the Board means by notes. The witness testified he 
wrote out the minutes and told us the minutes on the sheet, 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 170 for Identification are an ac¬ 
curate copy of what he wrote out. 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Tell us exactly what you did at 
that meeting, Mr. Homing, as secretary. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is Mr. Shawe speaking of 
the meeting of the No. 2 Standing Committee, or the Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting at which they were read? 
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Mr. Shawe: Of course, the No. 2 Standing Committee. 
What is Mr. Broun talking about? 

The Witness: As secretary of that committee I called 
the roll. I read the minutes of the previous meeting. Then 
we went on with new business. I took down in longhand, 
whether with pen or pencil I will not say, what happened 
in that meeting. 

13668 Q. (ByMr. Shawe) What did you write them in? 

A book, or what? A. In a book of this type (indi¬ 
cating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg you pardon? 

The Witness: That type book, like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A stenographer’s pad? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where did you get the stenogra¬ 
pher’s pad? A. In Mr. Roberts’office. 

Q. W^o is Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Broun: This has all been covered on direct. This is 
qualification, not cross-examination. 

1.3669 Mr. Shawe: I am entitled to know who Mr. Rob¬ 
erts is, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: He has already told him. 

Mr. Shawe: He has not told me- 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe ) Is it E. L. Roberts? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Is he an employees’ representative? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, this is on qualifica¬ 
tion of the dociiment, no cross-examination in chief. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you do with the note 
book after that meeting of June 19th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he just said, not three min¬ 
utes ago, he turned it in and had it mimeographed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Gave it to Mr. Roberts— whom 
did you turn it into ? 

The Witness: Mr. Roberts. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you take it in to his office? A. 
That is right. 

Q. Did you give him the book? 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, what difference does it make 
whether he gave it to ISIr. Roberts with his left hand or put 
it under his nose, or laid it on the table, or what? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Up to this point the record 
merely shows he took it into his office. 

13670 Did yon give the book to Mr. Roberts? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When was the next time you saw 
the minutes you took in to Mr. Roberts? A. You mean, the 
actual book? 

Q. Yes. A. At the next meeting, when I read them back 
at the next meeting of the No. 2 Standing Committee. 

Q. Did you read them from the book, or from the minio- 
graphed copy? A. Prom the book. We did not have the 
mimeographed copy at the meeting. 

Q. When did you get the mimeographed copy? A. About 
two or three days after the meeting. 

Q. Where did you get the mimeographed copy from? A. 
They came through inter-plant mail to me. 

Q. Who mailed them to you? A. I don^t know. 

Mr. Broun: I object— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever check the min¬ 
utes you had taken, Mr. Horning, with the mimeographed 
copy? 

Mr. Broun: The witness answered it was an accurate 
copy. 

Mr. Shawe: He has not. 

13671 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let us find out. 

Mr. Broun: I object to Mr. Shawe saying con¬ 
stantly, when I say it was so, that it was not so. The wit¬ 
ness said it was accurate. 

Mr. Shawe: But he did not say he compared it with his 
pencil notes. 

Mr. Broun: That is not what I said. 

Mr. Shawe: Nor what I said. 

Mr. Broun: I wish you would remember what you said 
for five seconds. 

Mr. Shawe: I have a very good memory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever compare the pen¬ 
cil notes you had takjen with the mimeographed copy, Mr. 
Horning? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has answered 
the question in substance— 

Mr. Shawe: He may have answered in substance— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; Mr. Broun, you have said it is 
an accurate copy, I merely want to know how he knows it 
was an acurate copy. If there is any objection to my ask¬ 
ing the question, I won’t ask it. 

Ton o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p.m., March 31, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned until ten o’clock a.m., April 1, 
1938.) 


13676 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 
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Banquet Room, Handler Hotel, 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 
Friday, April 1,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National Labor 
Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, N. Y., 
Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.,) and 

Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania)', 
on behalf of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at Cam¬ 
bria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, Johnstown, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 

13677 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Bussell Clare Homing resumed the stand as a witness 
by and on behalf of the Respondents, having been first 
duly sworn, testified further as follows: 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, at the close of yesterday 
the record shows that you made a statement to the general 
effect that you were merely trying to find out how the wit¬ 
ness knew that the minutes, Respondents’ Exhibit 170 for 
Identification, were accurate, but if there was any objec¬ 
tion you wouldn’t ask the question. The remark was ad¬ 
dressed to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: I merely want to say that I think you mis¬ 
understood what I intended to imply by my objection. The 
situation, as I understood it, was that the witness had tes¬ 
tified that the minutes were written up by him in pencil and 
that the mimeographed copy or mimeographed sheet which 
was Respondents’ Exhibit 170 for Identification was an 
accurate copy of the minutes he had written up in pencil. 

Now, you used the word notes” and that was reported, 
or came into, the testimony, I think, originally, in 

13678 answer to a question by Mr. Shawe when he asked 
Mr. Homing whether he ever wrote the notes that he 

took at the meeting in pencil. 

We are talking about two things, as I understand it, 
notes, minutes, that he wrote up in pencil and the mimeo¬ 
graphed copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 didn’t bring my copy of yes¬ 
terday’s record. Does anyone have it? 

Mr. Broun: My point was that the comparison should 
refer to the minutes he wrote in pencil and not to the notes. 
As a matter of fact, I don’t know whether there were any 
notes, as such, it may have been only a writing of minutes 
in pencil. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Page 17454, where I asked the 
following question of the witness: 

“Did you ever cheek the minutes you had taken, Mr. 
Horning, with the mimeographed copy?” 

“Mr. Broun: The witness answered it was an accurate 
copy. 

“Mr. Shawe: He has not. 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: AVell, let us find out.” 

Then there is some dialogue and then in that page 17455, 
which is the next page, I said: 

“Did you ever compare the pencil notes you had 

13679 taken with the mimeographed copy, Mr. Homing?” 
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Mr. Broun: Yes, and it was after that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, the original question 
which I asked, to which you made the objection which 
started the whole line of objections, I referred to the pencil 
minutes as against the mimeographed copy of the minutes, 

Mr. Broun: And I said, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So I don’t see how your ob¬ 
jection originally made could have been made to the fact 
that I said notes, instead of minutes, because the word I 
used prior to the time you made the objection was, “min¬ 
utes” and not “notes.” 

However, there is no point in going into this thing for¬ 
ever. 

Mr. Horning, did you ever compare the pencil minutes 
that you had taken at the meeting with the mimeographed 
copy? 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any further questions before 
I rule on the offer? 

Mr. Broun: I would like to ask just one more 
13680 question. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Br. Broun) Do you recall comparing, Mr. Horn¬ 
ing, the pencil minutes that you wrote up with the mimeo¬ 
graphed copy? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what he just answered. 

Mr. Broun: I think your question said the pencil notes, 
or minutes, but that were written up at the meeting—I 
am not clear as to whether the notes or minutes or what¬ 
ever they were, were written at the meeting, the notes 
that were written at the meeting were written at the meet¬ 
ing, whether they were the thing that the mimeographed 
copy was copied from. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out. Mr. Homing, 
did you ever write up minutes in longhand, pencil or pen? 

The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever compare those 
minutes with the mimeographed minutes? 

The Witness: I read, or wrote the mimeographed min¬ 
utes at the general body meeting and I wrote the other 
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minutes. I never had the two of them together for actual 
comparison, but I could remember what I wrote. I knew 
what I had in the minutes. After all, I did write the 
minutes. 

13681 Mr. Broun: Now, may I ask one more question, 
Mr. Examiner, on that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun: Were the mimeographed minutes, Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 170 for Identification, an accurate copy of 
the ones that you had written up in longhand? 

13682 The Witness: They were. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr, Examiner, that question has 
been asked and answered before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am going to reserve 
ruling on the present offer until the longhand notes or 
minutes taken by this witness, and of which the mimeo¬ 
graphed minutes are allegedly a copy, are produced, and 
then we can make our own con^.parison. Do you know 
where the longhand minutes are, Mr. Horning? 

The Witness: Longhand minutes? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, you said that you made 
certain minutes in longhand, wrote them up yourself; do 
you know where they are at the present time? 

The Witness: At the present time, I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was the last time you 
saw them? 

The W'itness: The last time I saw that notebook would 
be the last meeting of the Standing Committee in 1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In 1936? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or do you mean 1937? 

The Witness: The last meeting in 1937 of the No. 2 
Standing Committee—which started at April, 1936—^that 
was when I was secretary of No. 2 Standing Com- 

13683 mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well now— 

Mr. Broun: Do you mean the last meeting in your 1936- 
1937 term? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ^Vhat did you do with the long- 
hand minutes at that time, the minutes you had taken in 
longhand? 
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The Witness: The minutes that I had taken in long- 
hand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Taken to Mr. Roberts’ oflSce. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever seen them since 
that time? 

The Witness: That is prior to the last meeting in my 
1936-37 term? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, suppose 
you tell us, I mean— 

The Witness: No, I haven’t seen them since that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was any request ever made 
by you for the return of the pencil minutes? 

The Witness: There was not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling until 

13684 the minutes actually written by this witness are pro¬ 
duced for comparison with the present offer. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I say this: Mr. Horn¬ 
ing is secretary of the committee, there has been produced 
here from counsel for the Plan a mimeographed sheet 
which, on its face, purports to be minutes of the meeting 
that Mr. Horning previously testified to and it is signed 
by the manual signature of Mr. Horning, secretary of the 
committee, and he testifies that they are the minutes of 
the committee meeting and are accurate minutes. Now, 
it seems to me that if any further qualification is needed 
further than that of minutes, that it is practically impos¬ 
sible to qualify minutes of any sort. 

Now it may be that some attack will be made upon the 
accuracy of the minutes, or upon their weight as evidence, 
but as to qualification of the document as the minutes of 
the meeting it seems to me that unquestionably has been 
done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, the minutes made by the 
secretary are not before us, the minutes made by someone 
else— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the minutes which the sec¬ 
retary signed as secretary and says are the minutes of the 
meeting are before us, according to the testimony of this 
witness. 

13685 Trial Examiner Bloom: But from his testimony 
it is quite apparent that he knows very little of how 
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the minutes were actually prepared, the physical prepa¬ 
ration of those minutes. He hasn’t seen them for a con¬ 
siderable length of time. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he testified— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not only wasn’t the book in 
his possession but he doesn’t even know where the book 
was. This man is secretary of the Plan and doesn’t even 
know who kept the minutes of the Plan. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I think you are talking 
about a different book now. The minutes— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Where were— 

Mr, Broun: The minutes that are alleged— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us take the present offer— 
Mr. Broun: The minutes of the standing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s take the present offer; 
when was the last time that you saw that mimeographed 
sheet of paper, Mr. Homing, before yesterday? 

The Witness: The mimeographed sheet of paper ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, will you please show the 
witness the document that is being offered? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t like to object to your 
question, but it seems to me that when the witness 
13686 says that minutes which he has signed as minutes 
after the time he signed them is immaterial as to 
whether or not they are minutes— 

The Witness: Well, I have seen those when I signed 
them and they were approved by the General Body. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you ever seen them since? 
The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When ? 

The Witness: In my conversation with Mr. Broun, 
Trial Examiner Bloom; When was that? 

The Witness: Several days ago, I can’t state exactly. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: In between— 

Mr. Broun: Did you say anyone else was present at 
that conversation? 

The Witness: With you ? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: I think there was a clerk, Clare Williams, 
himself. 

Mr. Broun: Anybody else? 

The Witness: That man to your left there (pointing). 
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Mr. Broun: Anyone else? 

Mr. Shawo: May we have the name of the person he 
was referring to when he said “the man to the left’^? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Houck. 

13687 The Witness: Mr. Houck. 

Mr. Broun: "Was Mr. Jones present? 

The Witness: He was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, in between the time that 
you signed the minutes and the time that you had your 
conversation with Mr. Broun, Mr. Houck, Mr. Williams, 
Mr. Jones, have you ever seen the minutes? 

The W'^itness: No, after the meeting they were approved 
and filed. There was no need for me to see the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you know where the min¬ 
utes were? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where? 

The Witness: 1936 they were in Mr. Koberts’ office, 
he was holding the book as custodian for us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know they were in 
Mr. Eoberts' office? Did you ever see them there? 

The W'itness: I took them in there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever go to his office 
afterwards and examine the minutes there? 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know they were 
in his office? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I have an ob- 

13688 jection to your general line on the ground that where 
the minutes were is immaterial, since the minutes 

are now here and signed by the witness, manual signatures, 
signed at the time they were approved by the General 
Body? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think these things are 
material to find out the status of these minutes. 

Mr. Broun: WTell, sir, as I say, I with reluctance ob¬ 
ject to your question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t have to be reluctant 
about it. 

Mr. Broun: I think I am under a duty to do so when 
I think they are immaterial. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOE EEL. BOARD. 6791 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead and object, that is 
your privilege. 

Mr. Broun: I just want the record to show clearly what 
my objection is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, that is perfectly proper, 
of course. I don’t think the document has been qualified 
and I will sustain the objection. 

13689 Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I believe you told us 
that at the meeting of the No. 2 Standing Committee held 
after the meeting of the General Body, May 28, 1936, the 
date of the General Body meeting, the No. 2 Standing Com¬ 
mittee discussed the matter of a general wage increase, 
and decided a resolution should be prepared. Afterwards, 
it was prepared and presented to the General Body, which 
approved it for presentation to the management. 

Mr. Shawe: Was it a question or a summary of the wit¬ 
ness’ testimony? 

Mr. Broun: This is a statement of the last few ques¬ 
tions and answers before the exhibit, to pick up the trend 
of thought. It seems to me that it is entirely proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you go on from there and tell 
me whether the matter was taken up or not thereafter? 
A. Well, yes. We had a general discussion of the matter 
at the General Body at some time. 

Q. At several meetings? A. At several meetings at the 
General Body between the men and of the General 

13690 Body and the management and the General Body. 
Later in the year there was a special meeting of the 

No. 2 Wage Committee. 

Q. Well, now, when 'was that held? 

Mr. Shawe: AYhen was what held? 

The Witness: The special meeting of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee—^held the latter part of the year, I think, No¬ 
vember, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) November, 1936? A. 1936. 

Q- Will you go ahead and tell us about that and what¬ 
ever else took place in connection with this matter of wage 
increase? A. The No. 2 Wage Committee was called in. 
Mr- Williams and his secretary at that time were called 
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in with the No. 2 Committee. I think Mr. Hough, Mr. Elli- 
cott and Mr. Evans were also present. 

Mr. Ellicott stated that the company was willing to go 
along with the 5-% cents per hour increase over and above 
what we were getting, which was practically what we asked 
for because 5-% cents—there is no man in the company 
making one dollar an hour, and five and one-half cents an 
hour was considered a good increase. 

The men on the committee were satisfied with it because 
it helped every class the same way. 

13691 Mr. Shawe: Is he telling us what was done at 
the meeting? 

The Witness: I am. 

Mr. Shawe: Who said this, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us who was talking. 

Mr. Shawe: I move to strike the witness’ last remarks. 
Mr. Broun: The witness testified it was a special meet¬ 
ing of the Joint Committee, and there was present Mr, 
Evans and other representatives of the management, and 
the matter was discussed back and fourth between those 
present. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, but— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) If you can remember who discussed, 
please tell us. 

Mr. Shawe: I renew' my motion to strike this, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. No one made those statements at that meeting— 
Mr. Broun: I object to such statements on the part of 
Mr. Shawe. They are entirely unw'arranted. It seems to 
me that we should try to conduct this hearing in an orderly 
fashion. 

Mr. Shaw'e: Every time the respondents’ witness makes 
an improper answer, I will object, whether Mr. Broun likes 
it or not. 

13692 Mr. Broun: I will say, it seems to me that we 
should tiy to conduct the procedure in an orderly 

manner, and not have people talking two or three at a 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I always thought so myself, 
Mr, Broun: The witness should be permitted to finish 
his answer. Then Mr. Shaw'e can object without breaking 
in in the middle of an answer with a long objection. We 
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should proceed in an orderly fashion in order to arrive at 
the facts. 

Mr. Shawe: I think the respondents’ counsel knows how 
to break up trends of thought. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the answer back Mr. Re¬ 
porter, please. 

(The reporter read the last answer, as follows: 
“Answer: The No. 2 Wage Committee was called in. 
Mr. Williams and his secretary at that time were called in 
with the No. 2 Committee. I think Mr. Hough, Mr. Elli- 
cott and Mr. Evans were also present. 

“Mr. Ellicott stated that the company was willing to 
go along with the b-Y> cents per hour increase over and 
above what we were getting, which was practically what 
we asked for because b-Y* cents—there is no man in the 
company making one dollar and hour, and five and one- 
half cents an hour was considered a good increase.”) 

13693 Trial Examiner Bloom: When you say there is 
no man in the company making one dollar an hour, 

or some such thing, was that said at the meeting, or is 
this your present idea? 

The Witness: We had a general discussion at the meet¬ 
ing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that said at the meeting? 
The Witness: It was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who said it? 

The Witness: Offhand, I could not say. One of the 
members of the committee. We had a general discussion 
and we liked the way the raise was given. It was the first 
time a raise like that was given, five and one-half cents 
an hour— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The motion to strike is denied. 
Mr. Broun: The reporter reading back said, the chair¬ 
man and his secretary were called in. Is that what you 
meant? 

The Witness: The secretary of the general meeting— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Dudash? A. Yes. 

Q. Tell us anything else that was said, if anything else 
was said. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you state who said it? 

13694 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. State who said it. 
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The Witness: This was in 1936. 

Trial Exaiuiner Bloom: Yes. Wherever you can re¬ 
member the name, please mention it. 

The Witness: The conversation between five men of the 
No. 2 Wage Committee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wo do not expect you to do the 
impossible, but if you remember the name of the person 
making the particular statement. In any event, try to 
tell if the statement came from one of the men or one of 
the representatives of the management. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I think 3’ou said the five men of the 
No. 2 Wage Committee, or a Standing Committee, and I 
think I said Joint Committee. A. That is right. 

Q. Tell us what else was said and done, if you remember. 
A. The five men of the Wage Committee discussed the wage 
increase. AVe decided we liked it because it was something 
ditferent from what we had. It had helped all classes. It 
helped labor the same as the operator of the mill. No one 
got any more out of it. 

13695 Q. Did everybody get as much out of it? A. 

Eveiwbody was entitled to five and one-half cents 
an hour. 

Q. It was a raise right across the board? A. Yes. We 
all got it. 

Q. Who do you mean by “we"’? A. The Standing Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. AVhat else happened at that meeting or later? A. 
Later in the day there was a General Body meeting, a spe¬ 
cial meeting called in which the five and one-half cents an 
hour was announced. There was quite a bit of discussion 
at the General Body about it, and the General Body went 
on record as approving the raise. 

Q. Was any statement made at that General Body meet¬ 
ing of the Chairman of the Wage Committee? A. I think 
they said at the beginning of the meeting he had met the 
AVage Committee early in the day, and the Wage Com¬ 
mittee had found a five and one-half cent raise satisfac¬ 
tory. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you have and would you mind 
showing to me the minutes of the June meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body of 1936, the regular meeting? 
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(The document above referred to was produced by Mr. 
Jones.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I might say, Mr. Broun, 

13696 if you want to preserve your rights with respect to 
the two last olfers made, it may be necessary that 

the documents be left with the reporter, with the indica¬ 
tion that they have been offered and rejected. 

Mr. Broun: We arranged, as I understood it, that if 
the document should be received in evidence w’e would pho¬ 
tostat the pages marked in pencil with the reporter’s iden¬ 
tification, and I should suppose that a submission of pho¬ 
tostatic copies of the document marked by the reporter, 
to be preserved as the document marked for identification, 
would be satisfactory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. I want to call your 
attention again that all rejected documents must be left 
with the reporter, but if you want to preserve your rights 
with respect to them, that is in accordance with the re¬ 
mark I made last December, in Baltimore. 

^Ir. Broun: That means the photostatic copies which 
will be preserved by the reporter will be considered as the 
documents offered? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, after a check is made to 
determine that they are, in fact, photostats of those papers. 

Mr. Broun: Certainly. 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 171-A, 171-B, 171-C, 171-D, 
171-E, and 171-F for Identification.) 

13697 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I hand you a 
document consisting of — 

(Thereupon, a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. The pending 
statement of Mr. Broun may be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Mr. Horning, I show" you a docu¬ 
ment consisting of six pages, marked Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibits 171-A for Identification, 171-B for Identification, 
171-C for Identification, 171-D for Identification, 171-E for 
Identification, and 171-F for Identification, respectively, 
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and ask you to look at the document and tell me if you know 
what it is ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In view of the previous tes¬ 
timony of the witness with respect to other minutes, I would 
prefer the first question asked of him be one to determine 
whether or not he has ever seen the documents before, not 
whether he knows what it is. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you ever seen that document 
before, Mr. Horning? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. What is it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us first find out the cir¬ 
cumstances, and then determine what it is. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

13698 Q. (By Mr. Broun) 'When did you first see the 
document Mr. Horning? A. I received a copy of the 

document through inter-plant mail. 

Mr. Shawe: We are talking about the particular docu¬ 
ment in the witness’ hands at the present time, are we not? 

^Ir. Broun: If Mr. Shawe will be just a little patient, he 
will find out about the statement. 

Mr. Shawe: I just wanted to make sure. 

Mr. Broun: I am not so sure of that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer will be stricken. 
Will the reporter please read the question again? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, if you ever did see it. 
The Witness: I have seen this document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is, when? 

Mr. Shawe: He has not answered the question, 

Mr. Broun: Again, Mr. Examiner, I think I should have 
the privilege to conduct the examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. The answer to the 
pending question is stricken. Read it again. 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw the pending ques- 

13699 tion then. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, what is the folder you 
have in your hand, or the volume? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may I inquire why we cannot 
find out when the witness saw the particular document be¬ 
fore? What is the mystery about it? 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) What is the book you have in your 
hand— 

Mr. Shawe: Is the book being offered, Mr. Examiner? 

The Witness: The book containing the minutes of meet¬ 
ings from April, 1936 to March, 1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Minutes of what? A. General Body 
meetings. 

Q. Is that the regular minute book of the General Body? 

Mr. Shawe: What does counsel mean by regular minute 
book? 

Mr. Broun: The official original copy of the minutes of 
the General Body for the period stated, which constitutes 
the minute-book of the General Body. 

Mr. Shawe: That is what this whole line of questioning 
is directed at, Mr. Examiner, and that is a conclusion. 

Mr. Broun: He is the secretary of the General 

13700 Body, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: W'hen you say— 

Mr. Shawe: Certainly, but a fictitious secretary, 

Mr. Broun: I move that Mr. Shawe’s insulting remark 
to the witness be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me ask a question— 

Mr. Broun: May I have a ruling? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection will be over¬ 
ruled. 

By original minutes, do you mean minutes adopted by 
the secretary, or written up by the recording secretary or 
clerk? 

Mr. Broun: The original minutes of the General Body 
signed by the secretary and preserved as the minutes of 
the General Body. Who wrote them, who actually did the 
physical work in preparing the mimeographed copy of the 
minutes, seems entirely immaterial. 

The witness testified as to what was done, how the min¬ 
utes were distributed, that the minutes w'ere approved 
at the General Body meetings, that the copies of them w’erc 
gotten by each member of the Genei*al Body, and we will 
show, I think, through subsequent questions as to the signa¬ 
ture of the witness— 

13701 Mr. Shawe: The fact that this man may have been 
elected secretary, I think, is immaterial. We should 

have the person who really did the work or the secretary. 
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Mr. Brant was secretary of the General Body, and this— 
we should try to have Mr. Brant, therefore, to qualify the 
minutes. 

I think it is unfair to ^Ir. Horning to have him testify 
that these are minutes of the General Body when he does 
not know anything about it. Because he was elected sec¬ 
retary does not mean that he performed the duties of sec¬ 
retary. He clearly testified that Mr. Brant was secretary 
to the General Body. 

Mr. Broun: Again Mr. Shawe has misquoted the record. 
The witness did not testify that Mr. Brant was secretary 
of the General Body. He testified Mr. Brant was record¬ 
ing secretary or clerk, and that he was secretary from 
March, 1937 to March, 1938, and Mr. Shawe’s objection 
to the qualification of the minutes on the ground that Mr. 
Horning did not actually perform the manual work of pre¬ 
paring the mimeographed sheets is entirely frivolous. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not think so, in view of 
the fact that the witness does not know where the minutes 
were kept or the book was kept. 

Mr. Broun: He testified the book was kept with 
13702 Mr. Brant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But it is customarv for 
the secretary to know where they are so he could make 
an examination of them. 

Mr. Broun; He testified they were always available for 
his examination, if he wanted them. 

Trial Examiner Blom: But he did not know where they 
were. 

Mr. Broun: All he had to do was to ask Mr. Brant, I 
do not see any obligation on his part, when they are in the 
custody of a man who has the duty to keep them, whether 
he keeps them in this drawer or that drawer, or in his safe, 
or in his pocket or under his pillow. 

Mr. Shawe: I think he is deliberately trying to keep 
this man from testifying so we can not tell where these 
minutes are prepared or kept. 

Mr. Broun: I again say, I object to these insulting re¬ 
marks by ^Ir. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: These are facts. It is absolutely absurd. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us get on. 

Mr. Broun: I would like to, but Mr. Shawe’s constant, 
frivolous objections are too bad. 
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Mr. Shawe: I think it is an outrage— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please. 

13703 Mr. Broun: May I have the pending question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think there is 

one. 

Mr. Broun: If there is one, 1 will withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that book, Mr. Horning, the origi¬ 
nal minute book of the General Body? A. It is. 

Q. Who was the secretary of the General Body for the 
period in which the June 29th meeting was held? A. In 
1936? 

Q. Yes. A. John Dudash. 

Q. Do you know John Dudash’s signature? A. I do. 

Q. I show you Eespondents’ Exhibit No. 171-F for Iden¬ 
tification, which is the sixth page of the document com¬ 
prised of Eespondents’ Exhibit 171-A to F, inclusive, and 
ask you who, if any one, signed the page ? 

(Eespondents’ Exhibit 171-F for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. John Dudash signed the page. 

Q. Is that the last page of the minutes of the meeting 
of June 29th? A. It is. 

Q. Do you know that that is John Dudash’s signa- 

13704 ture? A. I do. 

Q. You do now; is that the idea i A. That is right. 

Q. Did you ever read those minutes, referring to Eespond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit No. 171-A to F, inclusive? A. You mean, 
those exact minutes in the book? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what we are talking 
about, these minutes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever read the minutes set 
forth in the documents, Eespondents’ Exhibit 171-A to F, 
inclusive? A. You mean that minute right there? 

Q. I don’t care whether it was this particular document 
or some identical copy? A. I have read an identical copy 
of those minutes. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me whether or not the iden¬ 
tical copy that you read was an accurate minute of the 
meeting? You were i)resent at the meeting, were you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which question do you want 
answered? 
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Mr. Broun: Strike the first question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you present at the meeting 
of June 29, 1936? A. I was. 

13705 Q. All the time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Throughout the whole meeting? A. That’s 

right. 

Q. Were the minutes of the meeting which you have in 
your hand, and you say you read, an accurate, an identi¬ 
cal copy— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by accurate? 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were they an accurate report of the 
business transacted at the meeting? Do you understand 
the question, Mr. Horning? A. I do. 

(Thereupon, the witness read the document referred to.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have read the document, Mr. 
Horning? A. I have. 

Q. Is that exactly like the copy which you received 
through the inter-plant mail, as you testified? A. It is. 

Q. Is it an accurate statement of the business transacted 
at the meeting? A. It is an accurate, it is accurate of mine, 
and as well as I can remember, of everybody else’s. 

13706 Q. Were those minutes approved at the next Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting? A. They were. 

Q. At the General Body meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit No. 171-A for Identification, Respondents’ 
Exhibit No. 171-B for Identification, Respondents’ Exhibit 
No 171-C for Identification, Respondents’ Exhibit No. 
171-D for Identification, Respondents’ Exhibit No. 171-E 
for Identification, and Respondents’ Exhibit No. 171-F for 
Identification, comprising a single document, as Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibits Nos. 171-A through F, both inclusive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, is there any objec- 

13707 tion? 

Voir Dire on Respondents^ Exhibit 171 For Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Homing, I show you Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 171-A through F inclusive— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For identification. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) For Identification, and ask you to 
tell me again when was the first time you saw this identical 
document? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 171-A to F was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

A. When talking to counsel. 

Q. Counsel for the respondents? A. Talking to— 

Q. Mr. Broun? A. Mr. Broun, 

Mr. Broun: That is the same conversation you referred 
to before at which Mr. Jones and Mr. Williams and Mr, 
Houck were present? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, who was secretary of the 
General Body at the date of that meeting? A. John Du- 
dash. 

Q. Did John Dudash take the minutes from which this 
mimeographed copy was made? A. He did not, 

13708 Q. Who took those minutes? 

^Ir, Broun: Now, Mr, Examiner, I object to the 
question as being too indefinite. What does counsel for the 
Labor Board mean by “take the minutes”? 

Mr. Shawe: I mean take the pencil notes from which 
those minutes were made. ■ 

Mr. Broun: Of course vou don’t rely on the word “pen¬ 
cil”? 

Mr. Shawe: No, ink or typewriter, it doesn’t make any 
difference to me how he took it. 

The Witness: Willard Brant, 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is the satue Willard Brant you 
referred to yesterday, is that correct? A. That’s cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. And Mr. Willard Brant was not a representative, was 
he? A. He was not. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, does counsel for the Labor 
Board mean employees’ representative? 

Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any further questions, Mr. 
Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to the admission 
of the document on the ground that they have not 

13709 been properly qualified, it is very clear that Mr. 
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Brant is the person who took the iiiinutes, and I submit that 
he is the person through whom these documents should be 
qualified. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I submit that the document 
has been properly qualified. lie testified that it is the min¬ 
utes of a meeting of the General Body held on a particular 
date, that the witness was present at the entire meeting, 
that he received a copy of the minutes shortly after the 
meeting, that the copy was identical with the copy marked 
for identification; that the minutes marked for identifica¬ 
tion are an accurate set of minutes of the business trans¬ 
acted at the meeting; titat they are signed by the manual 
signature of the then secretary of the General Body, whose 
signature the witness knows; that he himself was later the 
secretary of the General Body in the next term; that the 
minutes are contained in the original minute-book of the 
General Body and, furthermore, he has given testimony 
as to the fact that minutes of the General Body were kept 
in the regular course of the business of the General Body, 
distributed in a certain way to the members of the General 
Body, approved at the next meeting, and that these particu¬ 
lar minutes were approved at the next meeting. 

It seems to me, therefore, the minutes are clearly 
13710 qualified as minutes of the General Bod}' by a wit¬ 
ness who was ])resent at the meeting, who read the 
identical copies of the minutes, who was then secretary, 
has identified them as minutes in the original minute-book 
of the General Body, and furthermore they are qualified 
under the statute with which you are, of course, familiar, 
Public Act. 7.'U of the 74th Congress. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say, Mr. Broun, if I under¬ 
stand you correctly that the minutes were kept in the regu¬ 
lar course— 

Mr. Broun; The business of the General Bodv. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the manner in which 
they were kept is the regular manner in which the minutes 
were kept ? 

Mr. Broun: Those minutes marked for identification as 
Respondents’ 171-A to F, which are a set of mimeographed 
sheets were kept and prepared in the regular course of 
business of the General Body. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, that is the very point. 
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Mr. Broun: As was testified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a minute, please. 

Mr. Broun: Tluj witness testified that Willard Brant, 
or Fisher, deijending; on the time, one or the other— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not bring in the man who 
kept them and knows something about them? 

13711 Mr. Broun: The statute doesn’t require that, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s see the statute. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t relv bv anv means on the statute 

V ^ ^ 

as the only basis; one or the other serves a purpose suf¬ 
ficient for the qualification of a document. It would be 
quite impossible, it would seem to me, Mr. Examiner, if 
the rule, which apparently you have in mind and which 
counsel for the Labor Board contends for, were applied 
to every qualification of the minutes of any large organiza¬ 
tion; the secretary of the organization very rarely himself 
manually prepares the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In this case we are not talking 
about the minutes of a large corporation, we are talking 
about minutes of Employees’ Representation Plan. Now 
is Mr. Brant available, or is Mr. Fisher available? They 
are the peoijle who apparently took the notes at the meet¬ 
ings, and appai'cntly i)rei;arcd these minutes, and also from 
the testimony of this witness it appears that they had cus- 
todv of the documents themselves during the time that thev 
acted as either recording clerk or recording secretary. 
Now I am not going to go through this with eveiy docu¬ 
ment in these minute-books. 

13712 Mr. Broun: It was testified— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Arc you going to bring 
in Mr. Brant? 

Mr. Broun: The testimony, Mr. Examiner, was 

13713 that Mr. Brant had the custody of them subject to 
the control of the witness during his term and that 

he had— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He had physical possession of 
them—I am not going to discuss what the word “custody” 
means, I am talking about physical possession. The man 
who had them in his possession, as it appears from the 
testimony of this witness, is also the man who wrote the 
minutes. 
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^Ir. Broun: Now, Examiner, I am not sure that I 
understand what you mean by “wrote the minutes”. You 
mean— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie prepared them, he took 
them, and it appears hei'e that he is the one who actually 
prepared these minutes. He really would know what went 
on at the meeting and whether these minutes accurately 
reflect what went on. 

Mr. Broun: This witness says he knows what went on 
at the meeting, he was present at the meeting, read the 
minutes of the meeting and these are identical co]jies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie saw these minutes for the 
first time two days ago, and now he is telling us these min¬ 
utes accurately reflect what went on at a meeting two years 
ago. I am not going to allow testimony of that 
13714 sort. 

The Witness: I said they actually reflect what 
part I took in that meeting.. 

Trial Examimn* 1 >loom: Do you know if all those six 
pages, I think there is. correctly reflect what went on at 
that meeting/ 

The Witness: 'flu^y are as correct as mine. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They are as correct as yours? 

The Witiios: Yes. 

.Mr, Broun: The witness testifit'd he read an i<lentical 
copy of lho>c minutes shortly after the meeting. They 
wen* approved at the next nu*eting and they were correct 
when he read them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why should we go through all 
tills when tile ii’an who actually knows something about 
this is available? 

Mr. Broun: .Mi*. Examiner, we are simply ti-ying to 
<iualify the minutes and inti'oduce what are the minutes 
of the (hmeral Body. That doesn't— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bring in flu* man who prepared 
them ami who liad custody of lliem, physical possession of 
them. 

.Mr. Bntnn: To (pialify and rc'ceive in evidema* jiaiiers 
which arc the minutes— 

Trial Examiner BUkuii: You say they are tlic 
minuter. I don't know whether they are the minutes 


or not. 
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Mr. Broun: Be they accurate or inaccurate, that goes 
to the weight evidence, not the admissibility. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Oh, this man can’t possibly 
know whether these are the accurate minutes. 

Mr. Broun: He has testified they were the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He couldn’t possibly know that 
accurately. 

Mr. Broun: There is the minute book of the associa¬ 
tion, he has testified it is tlu* minute book of the associa¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Shawe: The]*e is no association here— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mi*. Shawe! 

The first time he saw it was two days ago, this set of 
minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Xo, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner l-5Ioom: The first time he saw this ])ar- 
licular olTer was two days ago, according to his own tes¬ 
timony. 

Mr. Broun: He testified, though, that the minute book 
of the association is the book in which the minutes are 
contained, he testified he saw that. 
lo716 Trial Examiner Bloom: Ves, he saw that a year 
ago and tlnai two days ago. 

Mr. Broun: More than a year ago, T believe. 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: .\pril, we are now in April, it 
is A]>ril first. He saw them in Aiiril, 1037, this is April, 

v.m. 

Mr. Broun: 1 think lie said March, Init at any i-ate he 
saw them when he said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He saw them in March and 
then April and saw them at the conference willi you and 
your associat(*s several <Iays ago. 

Xow. where you Iiav(‘ available the man who actually 
prepar(‘d thc*s(‘ documents, wlio Iiad custody of tlumi, wliv 
we should sit iiere for hours trying to find out from a wit¬ 
ness who really knows apparently very little about it, is 
just, it seems to m<*, an absurd wastt* of time. Xow, I am 
not going to have any more of it, if yon are not going to 
bi'ing in Mr. I^>ranl, why, you can make any offei* you want 
what this man knows aliout the i‘esf of tile minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this witness is the witness 
on the stand and T submit tlu* documents have been pro])- 
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erly qualified and I have made my offer and stated my 
reasons. 

13717 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion to this, and I don’t want any more documents 

out of this minute-book shown to this man unless you know 
he knows more about them than he has shown up to this 
point. 

I am not going* to take all this time for absolutely nothing 
at all. Xow I will ask you formally are you going to pro¬ 
duce Mr. Brant or Mr. Fisher? 

Mr. Broun: It doesn’t seem to me, Mr. Examiner, that 
I am under an obligation, before I have had an opportun¬ 
ity— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ^Ir. Jones, are you going to 
produce Mr. Brant or Mr. Fisher? 

Mr. Jones: I feel the same way as Mr. Broun, we are 
under no obligation at the present time to divulge what 
the procedure is to be— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Trial Examiner will sub¬ 
poena in both Mr. Brant and ^Ir. Fisher to find out what 
thev know about these documents, if counsel don’t want 
to put the facts in I will go and find them myself. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t say I wasn’t going to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't know why you can’t an¬ 
swer a perfectly simple question. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I will tell you; I tried at the begin¬ 
ning of the hearings in September to find out in ad- 

13718 vance, at least, so I could have the employment 
cards. I couldn’t find out from counsel for the 

Board two minutes ahead of the time a witness was called 
who the next witness w*as going to be. 

Now’ we are called upon to tell you and tell the Board’s 
counsel who our witnesses are going to be in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am talking— 

Mr. Moore: I will assume responsibility for refusing 
that request. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all right, I want to 
know about these particular minutes. I am just telling you 
all now, if you don’t produce these people, or the people 
according to this man’s testimony who kept, w’ho took these 
minutes and kept the minutes, I will produce them, 

Mr. Moore: Is that a threat? 
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Trial Exaniiiicr Bloom: It is not a threat at all, it is a 
statement of what I am intendinjj to do to find out the facts 
about these minutes. 

Mr. Moore; If you think that you can get out of error 
on your own part that way it is a new one on me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not a question of error 
at all. 

Mr. Moore: Well, these minutes have been quali- 

13719 fied, we are willing to stand on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right. 

Mr. Moore: Now if you want to get out of it some other 
way— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not getting out of any¬ 
thing. I want to find out who kept these minutes, who took 
the minutes. 

Mr. Moore: I say that it doesn’t make any difference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it makes a lot of dif¬ 
ference. 

Mr. Moore: These are the minute-books produced here 
in— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you know if they are 
the minute-books ? 

Mr. Moore: I know they are produced here as the min¬ 
ute-books and the witness has testified they are. He was 
the secretary of the Plan. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but— 

Mr. Moore: And at Bethlehem you refused to allow us 
to put in minutes because we didn’t have the secretary on 
the stand. Now you refuse to put them in because we do 
have the secretary on the stand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At Bethlehem, if you will re¬ 
call, I offered to excuse the witness who was then on the 
stand if you would bring in the man w^ho took the 

13720 minutes, IMr.—I think—Merritt Rice, and I stated 
that you could qualify the minutes through him and 

then recall Mr. Ramsay for further cross-examination. 
MTiat you tried to do there wtis pretty much the same thing 
that has been going on here. 

Mr. Moore: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Asking a man who knew noth¬ 
ing about the minutes w'hether they were accurate minutes 
of what went on in meetings several years before. 
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Mr. Moore: Well, you have had too much experience 
to know that the secretary of bodies doesn’t keep the min¬ 
utes himself, he is present at the meeting, he knows what 
goes on and then the minutes are written up for him and 
it is entirely immaterial as to whether they are written up 
by the man, or even kept by the man— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But that is one of the issues 
in this case, whether or not the respondents have inter¬ 
fered with the administration of a labor organization. 
Here is the secretary of a labor organization who tells us 
that the minutes were kept by someone other than himself, 
and it appears also from the testimony that that other per¬ 
son is a clerk in the office of the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany. 

Mr. Moore: Well, you may sign my name, if I authorize 
you to, and it becomes my signature. When the sec- 

13721 retary signs the minutes they are made the minutes 
of the General Body, and it doesn’t make a bit of 

difference who kept them or who wrote them up or how 
they were kept. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it makes a great deal 
of difference. 

Mr. Moore: The question is, are they the minutes of 
the General Body? Now, if you w’ant to challenge the ac- 
curracy of them, that is the privilege you have, but it 
doesn’t go to the question of admissibility. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it makes a great deal of 
difference how these minutes are kept. 

Mr. Moore: All right, you have ruled and we will stand 
by it, we can challenge it, however. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course you can challenge it, 
you can challenge any ruling in the record, obviously, that 
is why we have records. 

Mr. Moore: The claim of the Board is that the Repre¬ 
sentation Plan doesn’t do anything. Now, when we bring 
in the minutes and try to show what it does, they are ob¬ 
jected to for only one reason, and that is, they don’t want 
the evidence. 

13722 Mr. Shawe: I object to that statement, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. As a matter of fact, we want minutes in evi¬ 
dence, but we want correct minutes and we want all the 
circumstances surrounding the keeping of those minutes. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the testimony— 

Mr. Shawe: That is one of the issues in this case, 
whether Bethlehem Steel Company has assisted the Em¬ 
ployees ’ Representation Plan in keeping these minutes and 
I submit that the testimony of this witness, Respondents’ 
own witness, clearly shows that they have assisted the Plan 
of Employees’ Representation in keeping these minutes 
and I submit that those facts ought to be in this record. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, counsel for the Board just 
said he wants the minutes. The testimony has been that 
these are the minutes. 

Mr. Shawe: They haven’t been properly qualified, I 
don’t know that they are the minutes. 

Mr. Broun; I ask that you have Mr. Shawe shut up 
until I get through making a statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I daresay Mr. Shawe 
could have made the same remarks about you a minute ago. 
Go ahead. 

13723 Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Shawe has made the state¬ 
ment that he wants the minutes. 

Mr. Shawe: Exactly, but I want correct minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Minutes are brought here and the secre¬ 
tary testifies they are the minutes as signed by the man 
who was then secretary and then Mr. Shawe objects to 
them. 

Mr. Shawe: We want minutes properly qualified. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Mr. Shawe, please. 

Mr. Broun: I say that the minutes have been qualified 
as the minutes. That does not go to the question of how 
accurate they are, who prepares them, how they were pre¬ 
pared, what the company did or didn’t have to do with it. 

It seems to me Mr. Shawe’s statement contains a contra¬ 
diction within itself. 

Mr. Shawe: No contradiction. 

Mr. Broun: If he wanted the minutes in, he wouldn’t 
object to the minutes that are testified to be the minutes, 
however accurate. 

Mr. Shawe: We want the man who wrote the minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Then you don’t want the minutes? 

Mr. Shawe: We want the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the point of putting 
in the minutes if we don’t know they are accurate ? 




6810 BETH. STEEL CO. ET Al.. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARt). 

13724 Mr. Broun: I want to show what the minutes 
are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then get in the man who pre¬ 
pared the minutes, bring in the nian who kept the minutes 
and we will know whether these are the minutes or not. 

Mr. Broun: But, Mr. Examiner, you have testimony 
thev are the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, this man doesn’t know 
whether these are the accurate minutes or not. 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, I must object to your stating 
that this man doesn’t know whether they are the minutes 
or not, because he said they were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but his testimony show’s— 
it isn’t a question of doubting the man’s word—it is quite 
apparent that his knowledge is so limited he can’t know, he 
hasn’t kept that book, he hasn’t seen the book for a very 
long time prior to the other day. 

How does he know whether or not pages may not have 
been taken out and others inserted? The man who kept 
those records would know’, he is the man to testify about 
these things. 

Mr. Broun: 1 submit that we have qualified those as 
minutes and all the argument has to do w’ith the 

13725 w’eight of the evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Objection sustained. 

Mr. Shawe: Why are you afraid to bring Mr. Brant in 
here? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is enough, go ahead. 
Direct Examination (Continued) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, w’ould you mind letting me see 
the minutes of the special meeting of the No. 2 Standing 
Committee held in November 1936? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I w'ant you to know definitely 
now', Mr. Broun, I am not going to permit a lot of time to 
be taken up w’ith attempted qualification of subsequent min¬ 
utes if the witness know’s no more about them than he has 
indicated that he knew about the three previous offers. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T asked for the minutes of 
the Standing Committee, not of the General Body. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I am talking about 
minutes, T mean, you know' precisely what the man knows, 
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I assume, and what you intend to prove by him. Xow, 
keeping in mind what I have just said, you are free, of 
course, to make any offer of proof on that, but I don’t 
want to take up the time to go through the same proce¬ 
dure. 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Reporter, will you mark this set 

13726 of minutes as we have marked the others with lead 
pencil for identification? 

(Whereupon, the document above referred to was 
marked as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 172 for Identifica¬ 
tion.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I show you a document 
consisting of a single page marked Respondents’ Exhibit 
172 for Identification, and ask you whether you have ever 
seen that before. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 172 for Identification passed to 
the witness.) 

A. I have. 

Q. Will you tell me what it is? A. Minutes of a special 
meeting of No. 2 Standing Committee, November 5,1936. 

Q. You were secretary of that committee at that time? 
A. I was. 

Q, Did you sign those minutes? A. I did. 

Q. Your personal manual signature? A. I did. 

Q. That copy? A. Yes, that copy. 

Q. Did you examine the minutes, read them? A. I did, 
I read these minutes at the following General Body 
meeting. 

13727 Q. That is, the General Body meeting following 
the meeting on November 5th? A. That’s right. 

Q. Are the minutes in Respondents’ Exhibit 172 for Iden¬ 
tification accurate? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, that calls 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you present at the meeting of 
the No. 2 Standing Committee on November 5, 1936? A. 
On November 5th, yes, I was. 

Q. Throughout the whole meeting? A. I was. 

Q. Do the minutes contained in Respondents’ Exhibit 
172 for Identification state what went on, what business 
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was transacted at the meeting of the No. 2 Standing Com¬ 
mittee on November 5, '36? A. It does, the minutes are 
very accurate. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the witness’ last statement, Mr. 
Examiner, *‘the minutes are very accurate.” 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is entirely competent for 
the secretary of a committee who signed the minutes to tes¬ 
tify as to their accui*acy, it seems to me. 

Mr. Shawe: There is no testimony this witness 

13728 prepared those minutes that you have in your hand. 

^Ir. Broun: The testimony is, he was at the meet¬ 
ing and he was secretary of the committee, that he read the 
minutes and that he signed them. Now, it is entirely com¬ 
petent for him to testify that they are accurate, I think. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion to strike granted. 

Mr. Broun: Does that go to the last phrase, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just the last phrase. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me what you know 
as to the preparation of these minutes, what was done at 
that the time that you were at the meeting, until you read 
them? A. At the meeting I wrote the minutes up in long- 
hand in a notebook. At the end of the meeting I turned 
them-in to Mr. Roberts’ office and they were mimeographed 
and I got a copy, of which I read at the General Body that 
copy there. 

Q.Was it the regular course of operation of that com¬ 
mittee for minutes to be prepared such as Respondents’ 
Exhibit 172? A. It was. 

Q. Is Respondents’ E.xhibit 172 a copy of minutes of the 
No. 2 Standing Committee that were prepared in the regu¬ 
lar course of the operations of the business of that 

13729 committee? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Is Respondents’ Exhibit 172 minutes of the 
meeting and were they prepared in the regular course of 
the business of the coinmittee? A. They are. 

Mr. Broun: I offer Respondents’ Exhibit 172 for Iden¬ 
tification as Respondents’ Exhibit 172. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Horning, I understand that 
you wrote minutes out in longhand of the meeting of No¬ 
vember 5, 1936, of the special meeting of the No. 2 Stand¬ 
ing Committee? 
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Mr. Broun: Pardon me, Mr. Examiner, I think you said 
December. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did I say in November or De¬ 
cember ? 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon. 

The Witness; What was your question ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will state it over again, 
strike the pending question. 

Mr. Horning, did I understand you correctly previously 
that you prepared in longhand minutes of the special meet¬ 
ing of the No. 2 Standing Committee which was held on 
November 5, 1936? 

13730 The "Witness: You did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you do— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he said, “You did.” 

The Witness: I mean, I understood it as he under¬ 
stood it. 

Mr. Broun; All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloon*: Did you prepare, then, such 
minutes, is it the fact that you prepared such minutes in 
longhand? 

The Witness: It is true. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you do with them 
after you prepared them? 

The Witness: After the meeting was over, I took them 
to Mr. Roberts’ office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever see the longhand 
minutes again? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When? 

The Witness: At the next meeting of the No. 2 Stand¬ 
ing Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were they returned to you? 

The Witness: I had the same book they were in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have that book now? 

The Witness: I do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Can you produce that 

13731 book here at two o’clock? 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know where the book 
is now? 

The Witness: I don’t. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know who has the book 
now? 

The Witness: I don’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To whom did you give the book, 
if you gave it to anyone? As I understand it, you saw it 
again at the next meeting, is that correct? 

The Witness: It was a shorthand book like you keep 
notes in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, have you any idea, you say 
you saw it again at the next meeting? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who gave it to you at the next 
meeting, or how did you happen to see it again ? 

The Witness: I went to the office and asked Mr. Roberts 
for it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he give it to you? 

The Witness: He did. 

Mr. Broun: May I have the last statements read? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and an- 
13732 swer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What did you do with it, then, 
Mr. Horning, if anything? 

The Witness: I took the minutes of the next meeting— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you used the book for 
the taking of the minutes of the next meeting? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you ever read over the 
previous minutes that you had taken after you originally 
turned it in to Mr. Roberts? 

The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When did you read them over? 

The Witness: At the next meeting of No. 2 Standing 
Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you read them aloud? 

The Witness: That’s right, part of the business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, did you ever compare those 
minutes that you had written out in longhand and which, 
as you have testified, you turned in to Mr. Roberts with this 
document which is Respondent’s Exhibit 172 for Identifi¬ 
cation? 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 6815 


The Witness: You iiieaii, did I actually take the book and 
compare it with the mimeographed notes! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

13733 The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether this 
document is identical with the minutes that you turned in 
to Mr. Roberts? 

13734 Mr. Broun: In substance, you mean! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t mean in substance. 

Mr. Broun: One is mimeographed—in content! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, whether the language 
contained, starting with the word ‘‘Plan” at the top, and 
ending with the w’ord “Secretary” at the lower right-hand 
corner is identical with the minutes that you turned in to 
Mr. Roberts ! 

Mr, Broun: “Content” was the wrong wrord. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, w’ord for word! 

The Witness: I wouldn’t say that every word is exactly 
the w’ay I stated it, but in substance it is the same thing 
that I turned in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that that there 
may be changes in language, here and there! 

The Witness: No, I may have misspelled a word, and they 
may have changed it. After all, them minutes w^ere put out 
through the mill for the men to read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand that, what I want 
to find out from you is whether or not you know if this docu¬ 
ment, Respondents’ Exhibit 172, is identical with the docu¬ 
ment that you turned in to Mr. Roberts for typing, or mim¬ 
eographing! 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, the witness just said he 
believed there may have been some instances w’here 

13735 he may have misspelled a word, etcetera. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I w^ant to find out. 

The Witness: On the whole, I would say it is almost iden¬ 
tical with what I turned in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you say it is identical! 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon! 

The Witness: With the exceptions of maybe a word or so 
that I had wrong, it is identical. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, will you try to bring in— 
I will reserve ruling on this—will you try to bring in, Mr. 
Horning, the minutes that you wrote up and turned in to 
Mr. Roberts? Would you ask Mr, Roberts for them, 
please? 

The Witness: I don’t know whether Mr. Roberts would 
have them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is the last man who had 
them, so far as you know, isn’t that right? 

The AVitness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you be good enough to 
ask him for them during the recess? 

The Witness: I \vill. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling. 

Mr. Broun: May I say this, Mr. Examiner, I submit that 
the minutes have been properly qualified, and that 

13736 the question of whether or not they are identical with 
w’ritten minutes that ho may have done in longhand 

is immaterial. They are qualified as the minutes of the 
meeting, signed by the secretary of the meeting, stated to 
be accurate and that they are also qualified as business doc¬ 
uments kept in the ordinary course of the business of the 
committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will reserve ruling until 
the original minutes are brouglit in. 

Mr. Broun: And, of course, by signing them, as he has 
testified, he adopted them as the minutes of his committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, that may be, but I still w'ant 
to find out if there were any changes made from the orig¬ 
inal draft that he turned in to Mr. Roberts for mimeograph¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Broun: Well, it seems to me, sir, that it is quite im¬ 
material as to whether or not these arc the minutes. Of 
course the secretary of a committee is open to make any 
changes he likes in his minutes up until the time he signs 
them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I grant you that. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, there is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is a question whether he 
made the changes or someone else made the changes. 

13737 Mr. Broun: He testified, Mr. Examiner, he signed 
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those minutes as the minutes, and that they are accurate 
and that he was secretary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I can see no particular 
harm in finding out whether any changes were made from 
the original draft that he turned in for mimeographing. I 
will reserve ruling on 172. 

We will take a brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
follovvdng proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Wo will adjourn 
at this time until two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 o’clock a.m., a recess was taken 
until 2:00 o’clock p.ni.) 


13742- After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to 
recess, at two o’clock p.m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Russell Clare Homing resumed the stand as a witness 
by and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Mr. Horning, you have told us 
about the special meeting of the No. 2 Wage Committee 
in November, and then thereafter the special meeting of the 
General Body at which this five and one-half cents an hour 
increase was discussed. 

Did that increase go into effect? A. It did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, pardon me, if I 
may inquire: Did you get a chance to speak to Mr. Brant? 

The Witness: In the rush I forgot about it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Roberts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Roberts. I beg your par¬ 
don, We will take a recess later and you can call him. 
13743 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember the date it 
went into effect? A. I think the date was November 
16th. I think that is the date it went into effect. 




6818 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Q. 1936? A. 1936; yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember whether there was any other matter 
in your 1936-1937 term as a representative that was settled 
that had to do with all of the employees or the great body 
of the employees? A. Yes, sir; in 1936 a vacation with pay 
was given to the employees for the first time. 

Q. Do you remember when that went into effect? A. I 
am not positive of the exact date, but I think around 
May 15th. 

Q. When it actually started into effect? A. When it 
actually started into effect. 

Q. Was there any discussion about that, or anything 
said about it at anv meeting vou attended under the Plan 
as a representative? A. I do not recall of any conversa¬ 
tion, but I know there was considerable discussion after it 
was granted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was shortly after your 
first election April, 1936? 

The Witness: That is correct; April. 

13744 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Let us take your term as a 
representative from March, 1937 to March, 1938, as 
I understand it. Were there any matters during that time 
that were taken ni> or settled by the representatives of the 
general body that had to do with the mass of the employees 
in the Cambria Plant? A. I think there was another wage 
increase that fell in my first term in 1936. 

Q. Will you tell us about that one, please? A. At a meet¬ 
ing of the No. 2 Standing Committee, I think in the early 
part of February, wages wore discussed at a considerable 
length. It was decided upon by the committee that we 
would raise the question of wages at the next meeting of 
the General Body, and at the next meeting of the General 
Body, as I recall, I took the floor and told the men I was of 
the opinion that we were entitled to another raise. 

I asked that the General Body ask the management for a 
comparison of wages at that time against the cost of liv¬ 
ing, and as I recall it, Bepresentative Davies at that meet¬ 
ing took the floor and said we wanted something more than 
a wage that would bring us even with the cost of living. 

There was quite a discussion by the whole body concern¬ 
ing wages. 
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13745 Q. This was the General Body? A. The General 
Body, and later in that meeting I made a motion 

that we ask the management for $5. a day for common 
labor and not less than ten cents an hour for all other 
classes of labor. 

Q. Not less than how much an hour? A. Ten cents 
an hour. 

Q. You mean, a ten cent increase an hour? A. A ten 
cent an hour increase over what we were making. 

Q. Was that to apply to everybody except common labor? 
A. That is right. 

Q. All right— A. Before the motion was voted on, as 
I recall, Representative Ross asked if he could make an 
amendment to my motion, which was granted to Mr. Ross. 

Q. Do you remember what the amendment was ? A. The 
amendment asked that the company pay time and a half 
for all overtime and double time for Sundays and holidays. 

Q. Was the motion voted on ? A. The motion was voted 
on, seconded and then voted on, and it passed at the meet- 
ing by the General Body, 

Q. What happened, if anything, after that—just a 

13746 momeut, to get this straight— yoi\ spoke of a meet¬ 
ing of the No. 2 Wage Committee in February. Was 

that February, 1937? A. It was. 

Q. And then the meeting at which the discussion took 
place which you just described and at which the motion to 
which you accepted the amendment by Mr. Ross was passed, 
that was when? Do you remember? A. In the latter part 
of February, the General Body meeting, 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Mr. Broun: May I have Board’s Exhibit No. 10? 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10 was passed to Mr. 
Broun.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you, Mr. Horning, Board’s 
Exhibit No. 10 and ask you to look at that and see whether 
it refreshes your memory, and after looking at it, if you can 
tell me more accurately the date of the General Body meet¬ 
ing to which you refer. 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10 was passed to the 
witness.) 
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Mr. Broun: Let me see it for a second, please. 

(Thereupon, Mr, Broun inspected Board’s Exhibit 
No. 10.) 

13747 Mr. Broun: It is my error. I showed him the 
1937-1938 year. It is my recollection that there is a 

1936-1937 in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloona: I looked for it the other day. 
Have you any recollection— 

Mr. Broun: Just a moment, I think I can find it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, there was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) At any rate, Mr. Homing, it is 
your recollection that the meeting of the General Body to 
which you referred was held in the latter part of 1937 ? A. 
Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, have you available 
a copy of the schedule for the Plan Year 1936^1937? 

13748 (There was no response.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you have one available— 
Mr. Broun: Perhaps Mr. Jones you have a copy of the 
minutes of a February meeting of the General Body? 

Mr. Jones: I think I have that. Was it a general or a 
special meeting? 

Mr. Broun: General—the regular meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that correct, Mr. Horning? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see that Mr. Williams has 
produced something which might be what you want. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you, Mr. Horning, a printed 
card and ask you if after looking at that you can refresh 
your memory and tell us the date of the General Body 
meeting ? A. The 25th dav of February. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if ^Ir. Williams hasn’t 
any particular objections to it, if you care to offer the docu¬ 
ment in evidence, you may. You may want to ask sub¬ 
sequent witnesses similar questions. It may be convenient 
if it is in the record. 
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Mr. Broun: Is that the only copy you have, Mr, Wil¬ 
liams ? 

Mr. Williams: Yes, I would not want to offer it 

13749 at this time. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see the document? 

Mr. Williams: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After the General Body meeting, 
Mr, Horning, on the 25th of February, 1937, will you tell 
us what else, if anything, happened in connection with this 
request for an increase of wages? A. As I remember it, 
on March—the first part of March there as a special meet¬ 
ing of the No. 2 Joint Wage Committee, The management 
came in, as I recall it was Mr. Ellicott, Mr. Hough and 
Mr. Evans, and stated the company was willing to grant 
us a five and one-half cents per hour raise. 

Q. Five and one-half per cent, per hour? A. Five and 
one-half cents per hour raise. We had quite a discussion 
in the committee on this offer, and it was decided by the men 
of the No. 2 Standing Committee that it was a sufficient 
raise. 

Q. By that you mean by the employees’ representatives 
on the Joint Committee? A. That is right; and we had 
quite a discussion and we left with the understanding that 
we wanted ten cents an hour for labor, and not less than 
seven and one-half cents an hour for all other classes above 
labor. 

As I recall it, the meeting broke up at that time, 

13750 Q. Was there any arrangement to get together 
again or not ? A. I think that the chairman said that 

we would meet again on his call. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not quite get that. What 
is the date of this meeting? 

Mr. Broun: The early part of March. I will ask if he 
remembers the actual date. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you, Mr. Homing? A. I think 
it was the 1st of March. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Will you go ahead and tell us anything else you re¬ 
member that happened in connection with the matter? A. 
As I recall it, after we left the Joint Wage Committee— 

Q. By “we” you mean the employees’ representatives? 
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A. The employees’ representatives. We came over to a 
saloon on Washington Street and discussed the matter 
further. We had several drinks and discussed the question 
of wages and decided we would make a firm stand on the 
ten cents and not less than seven and one-half cents per 
hour. We broke up and went to our respective homes, 
and later that evening on that same day we received a 
call from the chairman to come to another special 

13751 meeting of the No. 2 Joint Wage Committee. 

Q. That is the chairman of the Joint Wage Com¬ 
mittee? A. That’s right. I think the meeting took place 
about six o’clock that evening. The management came in 
and they told us that they were willing to go along with 
ten cents an hour for common labor. 

Q. An increase of ten cents, you mean? A. Ten cents 
an hour, yes, and would make adjustments to all other 
classes of labor that was not less than seven and a half 
cents for any of them for labor. 

Q. Just so I understand you, they were willing to in¬ 
crease the common labor rate ten cents an hour? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. And all other rates on an adjusted basis not less 
than seven and a half cents an hour? A. That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion w'as had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, will you go ahead and tell 
us what else happened at that meeting, what was said 
then as far as you remember it? 

Mr. Shawe: I was wondering if we couldn’t have the 
names of the management. 

13752 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, can’t I conduct this 
direct examination without Mr. Shawe breaking in? 

Mr. Shawe: There is no breaking in, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Eight in the middle of the witness’ answer, 
he wants to find out something that I haven’t yet asked. 

Mr. Shawe: Is there any objection to finding out who 
the management is? 

Mr. Broun: There is objection to breaking in, Mr. 
Shawe breaking in, in the middle of the witness’ answer. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Find out on cross, Mr. Shawe. 
Mr. Broun: Will you please continue, Mr. Horning? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Now what was pending? 

The Witness: Well, the raise was satisfactory to the 
No. 2 Committee, we weren’t—that is, we went on record 
as approving the raise. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That was at the Joint Committee 
meeting at six o’clock that night? A. That’s right, I think 
we adjourned that meeting to meet again in the General 
Body meeting that evening. 

Q. Was a meeting of the General Body held that even¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Rose: May I have the last answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

13753 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that a General Body 
meeting? A. There was a special meeting of the 

General Body that evening. 

Q. Will you tell me as far as you remember what took 
place there, what was said and done about this increase? 
A. As I recall it, the management was invited to the meet¬ 
ing, and they told the General Body the same thing that 
had been told to us in the afternoon, the ten cents an hour 
raise would be granted the labor, and an adjustment of 
not less than seven and a half cents to all other classes 
above common labor. 

Q. Did the General Body take any action? A. The Gen¬ 
eral Body approved the raise, there was a motion to the 
effect that we approve it. 

Q. Now, you said the motion was made; was the motion 
passed? A. The motion was passed. 

Q. You mentioned in connection with—I have forgotten 
whether it was the General Body meeting in Pebruaiy, 
or the meeting in the No. 2 Wage Committee—something 
about overtime ? A. Yes. 

Q. Was anything said about overtime at the special meet¬ 
ings of the Joint Committee, either one of the special meet¬ 
ings on March 1st? A. A raise of ten cents an hour 

13754 for labor, seven and a half cents for all other classes 
was given. It was understood that we would give 

time and a half time for all hours over eight hours a day, 
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and time and a half time for all time over forty hours 
per week, that is, "wc would get that. 

Q. Well now, was that at a Joint Committee meeting? 
A. It was. 

Q. Was any action taken with respect to that by the 
Joint Committee? A. Well, when the raise was granted, 
I think it was all granted together, they told us that they 
would give us that. 

Q. That was part of the one thing? A. It was practically 
the same thing, it was in answer to our question for time 
and a half, the amendment to that. 

Q. So that your action approving the raise approved 
that part of it, too, as part of the one thing? A. That’s 
right. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to Mr, Broun’s last question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t hear your ruling, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

13755 Mr. Broun: Did the witness answer, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, he did. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember when that raise 
was to become effective ? A. I am not positive of the exact 
date, but I think it was the middle of March. 

13756 Q. The middle of March? A. Yes. 

Q. And did a raise become effective then? A. It 
did. 

Q. Did the overtime arrangement become effective at the 
same time? A. It did. 

Q. Now, Mr. Horning, do you remember who the man¬ 
agement’s regular representatives on the Joint No. 2 Com¬ 
mittee were at that March meeting, March 1st? A. I can 
name some of them. 

Q. Would you name as many as you remember, please, 
sir? A. Mr. Howells. 

Q. Mr. who? A. Mr. Howells. 

Q. Is that Frank E. Howells? A. Frank E. Howells, 
Mr. R. E. Penrod, Mr, Trout. 

Q. H. E. Trout? A. I don’t know his initials. 

Q. The last name is Trout? A. Trout, yes, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that -o-u-t or a-u-t; do you 
happen to know, Mr. Horning? 

The Witness: Trout, T-r-o-u-t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

13757 The Witness: I think Paddy Scott was there, I 
am not positive. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Paddy Scott? A. Yes, Mr. Scott. 
Mr. Broun: Have you got the card which Mr. W'illiams 
has? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, Mr, Williams has it. 

Mr. Broun: May I borrow it again for a second, Mr. 
Williams ? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you a card, Mr. Homing, 
and ask you if that refreshes your memory as to who the 
members of the committee were who were at that meeting? 

(A document was passed to the witness.) 

A. It does. 

Q. Will you name them now as it appears? A. P. E. 
Howells, H. T. Kelly, R. Kent, R. E. Penrod, H. E. Trout, 
Q. They were all there, as you remember, were they ? 
A. I think so. 

Q. Will you name for me, Mr. Horning, the employees’ 
members of the committee who, as I understand, are the 
employees’ representatives on the No. 2 Standing Com¬ 
mittee and who were also on the Joint Committee, and look 
at the card if you don’t remember the names. A. Nelson 
Keller, Michael Bernosky, Foster Jones. 

13758 Q. You were there, were you not? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that is four, were there any more? A. 

One more. 

Q. Well, if you don’t remember his name right at the 
moment, take a look at the card and see if that refreshes 
your memory. A. Allen Amann. 

Q. They were all present, were they? A. They were all 
present 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, I wonder if you would mind 
showing me the minutes— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that a special or regular meet¬ 
ing of the Standing Committee, in February, early in 
February, Mr, Homing, or in February, whenever it was? 
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A. I am not quite clear, I think that was a regular com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Jones, if you have it, I would 
like to see, if you don’t mind, the minutes of the regular 
meeting of the No. 2 Standing Committee held in February, 
1937. 

(A document was passed to Mr. Broun.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Mr. Reporter, will you mark that as we have marked 
the others, please, sir? 

13759 (Thereupon, the document above referred to was 
marked Respondents’ Exhibit No. 173 for Identifica¬ 
tion.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you a document marked Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification, and ask you if 
you have ever seen that document. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I suppose you meant 
“before,” I don’t think— 

Mr. Broun: Before the present moment? 

The Witness: Yes, I have seen the document. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell me what it is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that answer? Keep 
you voice up, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: It is a minute of the No. 2 Standing 
Committee on Wages, Febniary 18,1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You were secretary of that commit¬ 
tee? A. I was. 

Q. Is that your signature? A. It is. 

Q. You signed those minutes yourself manually, did you? 
A. I did. 

Q. Did you examine them, read them, before you signed 
them ? A, I did. 

13760 Q. When you signed them, did you adopt them as 
your minutes of the meeting? 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, as 
calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you present at the meeting 
held on the date, February 18, 1937? A. I was. 

Q. Throughout the -whole meeting? A. I was. 

Q. Do the statements made in the document, Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification, accurately set forth 
the business conducted at that meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question as calling for a 
conclusion, Mr, Examiner, I submit we should have the 
original minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun; The Examiner, permitted you to answer, 
would you like the question read? 

The Witness: Will you read the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

13761 The Witness: It does, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was it a part of your duty as 
secretary of the No. 2 Standing Committee at that time 
to read and sign minutes of meetings? A. It was, I read 
these minutes at the General Body Meeting. 

Q. The General Body meeting held after the meeting of 
the committee? A. After the meeting of the Standing 
Committee. 

Q. Is that the next General Body meeting held there¬ 
after? A. The next General Body meeting, they were ap¬ 
proved and filed. 

Q. Were the minutes of the meeting, Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 173 for Identification, signed by you in the regular 
performance of your duties as secretary of the committee? 
A. They were. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question as calling for a con¬ 
clusion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, the answer may 
stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I ask you to tell me whether or not 
the book in which Respondents’ Exhibit 173 for Identifica- 
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tion is contained is the regular minute book contain- 

13762 ing the original minutes of that committee? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, what does counsel mean hj “regular”? 

Mr. Broun: Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I will amend the question to ask you 
whether or not that is the minute book which contains the 
original minutes of that committee at the time you were 
secretary? A. It is. 

Mr. Shawe: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let the answer stand. ' 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification as Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 173. 

Voir Dire on Respondents^ Exhibit No, 173 for 

Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I show you, Mr. Horning, Respon¬ 
dent’s Exhibit 173 for Identification, and I will ask you 
to tell us where the original minutes which you took down 
at that meeting from which that exhibit w^as prepared is at 
the present time? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it as- 

13763 sumes a state of facts not in evidence, the testimony 
is that those minutes. Respondents’ Exhibit No. 173, 

are the minutes of the meeting. 

Mr. Shawe: They are certainly not the minutes that this 
■witness took at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no showing— 

Mr. Broun: No testimony? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No testimony he took any min¬ 
utes. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, I ■will rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you take any minutes at the meet¬ 
ing of the No. 2 Standing Committee held on February 18, 
1937? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object, and ask counsel for 
the Board to state what he means by “minutes at the meet¬ 
ing,” were they minutes or notes? 
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Mr. Shawe: Well, I don’t care what you call them, min¬ 
utes or notes. 

Mr. Bro-un: Well, the question is, Mr. Examiner, what 
does counsel for the Board mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you write down anything at 
the meeting as secretary of the meeting, Mr. Horning? 

The Witness: I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you write down? A. I wrote 
down what took place in the meeting. 

13764 Q. And what did you do with the material that you 
wrote down at the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that as immaterial, 
it has got nothing to do with whether or not Respondents’ 
Exhibit 173 is the original minute of the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Do you understand the question? The question is, what 
did you do with the notes or writing that you made at the 
meeting? 

The Witness: As I stated before, I wrote the minutes in 
a book like I have stated before, and after I was through 
with them I returned the book to Mr. Roberts’ office. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That is, Mr. Roberts, the Industrial 
Relations man of the Bethlehem Steel Company, the man 
you referred to? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, I object to that, Mr. Examiner, and move 
the answer be stricken because it characterizes Mr. Rob¬ 
erts in a way which is not in evidence, there is no testimony 
that Mr. Roberts is the Industrial Relations man of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company. 

Mr. Shawe: If counsel would mind— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike out the characteri- 

13765 zation, simply “the same Mr. Roberts”, is that the 
same Mr. Roberts whom you have previously told us 

about, Mr. Horning? 

The Witness: It is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And did you hand the book in which 
you took these minutes into Mr. Roberts personally? A. I 
did. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, may I have an objection to 
this line of testimony, on the grounds that I stated, that it 
is immaterial to the question of whether or not Respon- 
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dents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification is the minutes of the 
meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection may be noted, ex¬ 
ception may be noted. Mr. Horning, I am not quite clear, 
at the meeting, did you take notes of what transpired, or 
did you write minutes out as the meeting went along? 

The Witness: I wrote minutes out as the meeting went 
along. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, we have the street cars with 
us again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

13766 Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

The W'itness: What I mean by that, during the 
meeting, if I was pushed hard I jotted dowm notes, but be¬ 
fore I turned them in they were complete minutes, set of 
minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean by that, that after the 
meeting was over you might fill out those portions ? 

The Witness: If it was necessary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On which, as you say, you were 
pushed hard? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t take shorthand, by 
any chance, do you, Mr. Homing? 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: Might we clear up, Mr. Examiner, just what 
the witness means by “pushed hard”. I suppose he means 
things were taking place so fast that he couldn’t write it 
down? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think everybody in the hearing 
ought to know what we mean when someone who is taking 
notes is pushed hard. 

I \\'ill reseiwe ruling on this document. 

Mr. Horning, when you make the request of Mr. 

13767 Roberts for the other minutes that I spoke to you 
about, will you be good enough to ask him also for 

the minutes of the meeting of February IS, 1937 ? 

The Witness: I will. 
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Mr. Broun; Mr, Examiner, I don’t know whether you 
want me to state any argument now as to my opinion of 
the qualification on that ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I don’t see why we need ar¬ 
gument on that, because you have stated your grounds 
rather fully with respect to the previous exhibits and in 
offering the document I suppose the document and the ques¬ 
tions and answers asked make the best argument that one 
can make. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I just wanted to make sure that I 
hadn’t omitted anything that you would like to have done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I think it is clear. What was 
the date of that previous exhibit, Mr. Broun, 172? 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute. 

Mr. Moore: 172 is right, you reserved ruling on that. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, do you have the date of 
that, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner— 

13768 Trial Examiner Bloom: Was It some time in May? 
Mr. Broun: I think that was the one of November 

5,1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that your understanding? 
Mr. Broun: We could check by having Mr. Jones look and 
see if that isn’t correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would it be in this book, Mr. 
Jones? 

Mr. Broun; I think so. Is that the Standing Committee. 
Will you tell me whether it is in that book or not, Mr. Jones? 
Mr. Moore: That’s right, November 5, 1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Mr. Jones: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: Is that 172, Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: Yes, it is, it is marked for Identification. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

13769 Mr. Broun: Do you have, Mr. Jones, and would 
you mind letting me sec the minutes of the General 

Body meeting held February 25, 1937? 

Mr. Jones: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you mark this as we 
marked the others ? It is a document of three pages. 
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(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 174-A for Identification, 174-B 
for Identification, and 174-C for Identification.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I have had marked for iden¬ 
tification three pages comprising a single document which 
have been marked Respondents’ Exhibit No. 174-A, Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit No. 174-B, and Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 174-C, respectively, for identification. The document 
has been handed me by ]Mr. Jones, counsel for the Plan, as 
the minutes of the February" 25,1937 meeting of the General 
Body. 

In view of your previous rulings and the statement that 
you would not allow me, as I understand it, to attempt to 
qualify through the witness, ^Ir. Homing, the min- 

13770 utes of meetings of the General Body held in the 
term 1936 to 1937. Unless you see differently on 

the matter at the moment, I ^vish to make an offer of proof. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am assuming, of course, that 
your knowledge of the situation is such that you know 
that the testimony to be adduced would be similar to the 
testimony with respect to the other offers. In other words, 
that this witness ’ knowledge is more or less limited to what 
he knew concerning the others. 

Mr. Broun; I know he can at least testify to that effect. 
I am not able to say positively that that is the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think two or three brief 
questions might clear that. 

Q. (By ^[r. Broun) Mr. Horning, I show you a docu¬ 
ment, a single document comprised of three pages, marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 174-A to C, both inclusive, for 
Identification, and ask you if you have seen that document 
before? A. This one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Those three pages—not some¬ 
thing like it, but whether you have ever seen that particular 
set of minutes, Respondents’ Exhibit 174-A to C, both in¬ 
clusive for identification? 

13771 The Witness: I have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

The Witness: I have seen this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Can you tell me what it is? 

Mr. Shawe: May w^e find out w’hen he saw it? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: When did you first see it? 

The Witness: This special set of minutes I seen talking 
with you (indicating) and Mr. Houck and Mr. Moore. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Mr. Houck, you mean? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. And that is the same conference you referred to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If that is the situation, I think 
you might just as well make the offer, if that is the first 
knowledge. By that, I mean, the knowledge he had when 
he first saw the minutes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean, these particular three 
pieces of paper? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Broun: Before making the offer, Mr. Examiner, 
may I ask this question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, is the book in which 
the three pages, marked Respondents’ Exhibit No. 174-A 
to C, both inclusive, are contained, the original minute 
book of the General Bodv or not? 

13772 Mr. Shawe: I object to that question as calling 
for a conclusion. The witness testified already that 
the first time ho saw the minutes in the book was the day 
before yesterday. 

Mr. Broun: The witness testified that the book in which 
the other respondents’ exhibits for identification were 
contained was the original minute-book. I want to make it 
clear that this is the same book. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the same book you told 
us about ? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a ten-minute re¬ 
cess—off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Is Mr. Jones your counsel? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, have you any objec¬ 
tion to Mr. Homing asking Mr. Roberts for the original 
documents which he turned over to Mr. Roberts from which 
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these offers, Respondents’ offers of exhibits were made, 
according to the testimony? 

Mr. Jones: None, except that I cannot see the mate¬ 
riality. 

13773 Trial Examiner Bloom: Waiving for the moment 
the question of materiality, have you any objection, 

as Mr. Horning’s counsel, to his making the request of Mr. 
Roberts ? 

Mr. Jones: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does respondents’ counsel have 
any objection to having the witness make that request of 
Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Moore: We have no control over him. 

Mr. Broun: Of course, jMr. Examiner, I do not with¬ 
draw my position as to qualification of the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is limited to whether or 
not there are any objections. 

Mr, Moore: Of course. It is understood that we do not, 
by saying that, we do not admit the materiality. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course. 

Did you, Mr, Homing, have any objection? 

The Witness: I have no objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. Would you go to 
the office of Mr. Roberts, if you know where he is, and ask 
him for these documents? 

The Witness: I will. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a short recess. 

(Thereupon, a ten-minute recess was taken, after which 
the following proceedings were had:) 

13774 Trial Examiner Bloom; The hearing will please 
come to order. 

Mr. Horning, did you, pursuant to my request, go to the 
office and see Mr. Roberts during the recess? 

The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you speak to Mr. Roberts? 
The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you request that he de¬ 
livered to you the minutes that we were talking about? 
The Witness: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The documents that you had 
written up— 
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Mr. Broun: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner. You referred 
to minutes, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will change it to documents. 
Strike the question. 

Mr. Broun: You also implied, didn’t you, Mr. Examiner, 
by that question that Mr. Roberts had the minutes? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last we heard of them he 
had them. I don’t know if he has them or not. The last 
this witness knew of them was he turned them over to Mr. 
Roberts. 

Mr. Broun: Wasn’t your request of Mr. Horning that 
he asked Mr. Roberts if he had them and if so, to 

13775 give them to him? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. Is that 
anything substantially different from what I asked? 

Mr. Broun: It seemed so to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In what respect ? 

Mr. Broun: That the other assumed a state of fact that 
has not yet appeared, that Mr. Roberts had them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know if Mr. Roberts 
has them. The testimonv showed that this man gave them 
to Mr. Roberts. Let us find out the status now. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did you ask Mr, Rob¬ 
erts for anything at all, Mr. Horning? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell us, please, what you asked Mr. Roberts 
for? A. I asked him for the minutes I had written in 
longhand of the meeting, November 5th and February 28th. 
Q. Is that November 5th, 1936? A. That’s right. 

Q. Did you say 28th or 18th? A. November 5th and, I 
think, the 18th. 

Q. 1937? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: November 5th, 1936. 

13776 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, and Februaiw 18th, 
1937. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did Mr. Roberts say 
anything to you when you made that request of him? A. 
He told me he did not have them. 

Q. Did he say where they were, if he knew, or what he 
had done with them? A. He said the minutes were kept 
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on the stenographer’s pad, and when the pad was filled 
they were discarded. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that, please, Mr. 
Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did he say anything 
else other than that they were discarded? A. That he did 
not have them. 

Q. Did he say whether he had thrown them away? A. 
Yes. He said they had been thrown away. 

Q. He said they had been thrown away? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ask if he had any of the notes or writing 
you had turned over to him ? A. I did not. I asked him 
about these two special sets of minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon ? 
13777 The Witness: I asked about these two special 
sets of minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibits 172 and 173 upon which ruling is reserved, objections 
are sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to ask just one 
or two questions before making an offer of proof as to 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 174-A to C, inclusive, for Iden¬ 
tification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may make your offer in 
one of two ways. One, the document has been marked, 
and you can simply include it as one of the rejected ex¬ 
hibits, if you care to. That would probably be the simplest 
way. The document states what it contains. 

Mr. Broun: I still would like to make the offer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may make it as to the 
qualifications. 

Mr. Broun: But I first should like to ask one or two 
questions which would not be included within that. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You stated the motion you made 
at the meeting on February 25th, 1937 was for $5 a day, I 
believe, for common labor? A. That’s right. 
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Q. And you said something about ten cents an 

13778 hour, didn’t you? A. That is right. 

Q. How much would that be a day? A. Eighty 

cents. 

Q. Do you know whether or not you made a motion— 
whether or not in making the motion you used the figure 
ten cents an hour or eighty cents a day? A. In making | 

the motion I did use the figure—I want to ask for a cor- j 

rection. I asked for $5 a day for common labor and eighty j 
cents a day increase for all other classes of labor. | 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before you make the offer, Mr. 
Broun, I have one further question. 

Did Mr. Eoberts tell you when the pages which were 
filled up were thrown away— 

Mr. Broun: He did not say Mr. Roberts said he threw 
them away. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I changed it to when they were 
thrown away. 

Strike the question. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did Mr, Roberts tell 
you when the pages that were filled up were thrown away? 

Mr. Broun: I believe he said discarded. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And then he said “thrown 

13779 away.” 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon. I did not hear that. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you recall Mr. Rob¬ 
erts saying he threw them away? A. I said they were 
thrown away, not that Mr. Roberts threw them away. 

Q. But Mr. Eoberts said they were thrown away? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Did he say when they were thrown away? A. I think 
when they were filled up. 

Q. You mean, as that pad and other pads—is that what 
you think he meant? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if the witness now on the 
stand, Mr. Horning, had been permitted to testify with 
respect to the document consisting of three pages which 
has been marked as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 174-A, 174-B, 
and 174-C, respectively, he would have testified as follows— 

I make an offer of proof as follows:— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record a moment. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

13780 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Counsel for the respondents mav make the offer of 

proof concerning the qualifications of the three exhibits 
for identification just mentioned more or less at their lei¬ 
sure. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Jones, do you have, and if you do, would you mind 
letting me see the minutes of the special committee meet¬ 
ing, or meetings, in case there are two sets of minutes, of 
March 1, 1937 ? That was a special Joint Committee, as I 
understand it, No. 2. I think there was just one meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, can you tell me who 
the secretary of the No. 2 Joint Committee was at the time 
of the meeting that you refer to, March 1, 1937, that is, 
the meeting, as I understand it, that was held on that day 
and adjourned pursuant to the call of the chairman and 
then met again, is that correct? A. That’s right. Alex. 
Amann. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Amann’s signature? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

13781 Mr. Broun: I don’t know, but in deference to 
your ruling I rather assume the situation may be 

the same with respect to the minutes of this Joint Com¬ 
mittee which ^Ir. Horning was not secretary of as with 
respect to the General Body meetings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "Well, I daresay. 

Mr. Broun: Now, it is my intention to proceed to qualify 
the document unless, pursuant to your ruling, I am pre¬ 
cluded from doing so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know, of course, what 
the witness knows about it, if he knows more about it than 
the others, why, we can assume that the ruling would be 
the same, or, rather, if he knows no more about it than 
the others. 
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Mr. Broun: Well, would you mark this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You might mark that for iden¬ 
tification and ask a few questions and sec whether the situa¬ 
tion is generally the same. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you mark that for iden¬ 
tification in the same way that we have marked the others ? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents’ Exhibits Nos. 175-A for Identifica¬ 
tion and Respondent’s Exhibit No. 175-B for Identifica¬ 
tion.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I show you a 

13782 document consisting of two pages marked Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit No. 175-A and 175-B for Identifica¬ 
tion, respectively, and ask you whether or not you have 
seen before now those two precise pages as distinguished 
from pages identical to those, in case you have seen such 
identical pages ? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A and B were passed to the 
witness.) 

A. These two precise pages, you said? 

Q. Yes. A. I have seen them at the conference with you 
and Mr. Houck. 

Q. The same conference you referred to before? A. Yes. 

Q. Was that the first time you had seen those two par¬ 
ticular pages? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, why not just include those? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me what they are ? A, 
Minutes of a special meeting of No. 2 Joint Committee, 
March 1, 1937. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he has just read from the 
document that is not in evidence— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, instead of what 
they are we will make the question what they pur- 

13783 port to be and then— 

Mr. Broun: Well, did you complete—will you 
read that, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer of the witness 
as above set forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that the meeting to which you 
have referred as the meeting held on that day which you 
attended and which was adjourned until later in the eve¬ 
ning? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: I understood you to say, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you just include that 
in the offer wdth the others? 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir. 

One further question, if you wdll permit me, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun: The witness, you will recall, testified that 
he knew the signature of ^fr. Amann. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 175-A and 175-B, respectively, and ask you if you know 
whose signature is signed on 175-B for Identification. A. 
Alex Amann. 

Q. Do you know that to be his signature? A. 
13784 That is. 

Q. You have seen his signature on other docu¬ 
ments, have you? A. I have, he is chairman of the No. 2 
Standing Committee, he signed all documents. 

Q. Is that the same No. 2 Standing Committee of which 
you were secretary? A. That is right. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see that, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Weil, was that 174 or 175? 

Trial P]xaminer Bloom: 175-A and B. 

'Sir. Broun: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, will you tell me whe¬ 
ther or not, in addition to the two general wage increases 
that were handled by the No. 2 Committee in your term of 
secretary, 1936 to 1937, which included, of course, the ovei*- 
time, on the matter of the second increase— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to Mr. Broun’s preface to the 
question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Whether that coiniiiittee 

13785 handled any other wage matters, whether general 
or for individuals, or groups f A. Handled wages 

for groups in the mills. 

Q. It did? A. Individual men. 

Q. You say it did? A. I did, yes. 

Q. What I would like to know, Mr. Homing, is whether 
in addition to the two increases which you have talked 
about, including the overtime matter, either the No. 2 
Standing or the No. 2 Joint Committee handled any other 
matters that had to do with wages, whether general or for 
individuals, or groups, in the 1936-37 term? A. Only No. 
2 Joint Committee handles ijetition for wages for groups 
of men— 

Q. What were those petitions, if they were petitions for 
anything, in other words, 1 want to find out how the thing 
came before the Joint Committee? A. Well, they were 
petitions that started in the mill by men who wanted an 
increase in wages, didn’t necessarily have to be wages, 
anything, and they were given to the representative 

13786 to be acted upon. He had followed the regular pro¬ 
cedure of the Plan and they had finally got to the 

No. 2 Wage Committee. 

Q. Does that mean that the man hadn’t gotten satis¬ 
faction in the steps before the No. 2 Wage Committee? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. And by that you mean the No. 2 Joint Wage Com¬ 
mittee? A. That’s right. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not, in any case, if I 
may use that term, that came before the No. 2 Joint Com¬ 
mittee during the 1936-1937 term, had to do with an in¬ 
crease in any way of one and a half cents? A. I do. 

Q. Now, can you tell me about that case in detail? A. 
Well, that case was a case of the loader helpers in the 
Franklin Plate Mill. It seems that the loader helpers had 
been getting a flat rate and a bonus. The bonus was taken 
away from the loader helpers and an increase of one and 
a half cents per hour was granted to them, which they 
didn’t like and they had a petition to have the increase 
raised. 

The petition was brought to No. 2 Committee. 
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Q. After having gone through the procedure that you 
spoke of I A. After having gone through the proce- 

13787 dure and after quite a bit of discussion between the 
members of the Xo. 2 Joint Committee and after 

going up to see the job it was decided that we would leave 
the loader helpers keep the one and a half cent an hour 
raise and a bonus would be given back to them. 

Only the bonus that was given back to them was a better 
bonus than the one they had lost. 

Q. Was that the action that the committee recommended 
A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, you say it was better than the one they lost; 
what was the difference? A. Well, the difference between 
the two bonuses was the fact that the bonus that they had 
had, that they had to get out a ver\' high tonnage before 
the bonus started. 

Q. You mean before the bonus was applied so that they 
would get any money? A. That’s right, and the bonus 
that they were giving them was on— 

Q. The bonus you recommended, you mean? A. The 
bonus that we recommended was on a sliding scale. It 
started when they first, at the first of their tonnage. 

Q. That means that no matter how much tonnage they 
got, they got a certain application of bonus? A. 

13788 Their bonus started with the beginning of their 
tonnage. 

Q. Well, now, then, was that recommendation of your 
committee put into effect? A. It was. 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the last question and answer, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read them. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember, Mr. Homing, 
about how many cases came up to the No. 2 Joint Com¬ 
mittee in that term? A. I would say about— 

Q. Individuals and groups, I am speaking of? A. I 
should say about twelve cases came up that year. 

Q. Now, beside this one that you have told us about, 
about the unloader helpers—^was it? A. The loader help¬ 
ers. 
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Q. The loader helpers? A, Yes. 

Q. Did your eonimittee adjust or recommend action 
which the employees desired in all of the other cases of the 
eleven or not? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question. 

13789 Mr. Broun said, ‘‘adjust or recommend.” That is 
two different things. 

Mr. Broun: Recommend, then, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you state that again, Mr. 
Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What I want to find out is what 
disposition was made by your committee of the other eleven 
eases? A. The other eleven cases were not granted at our 
committee. 

Q. What do you mean by the eases were not granted.^ 
A. Well, I mean by that that there was no action favorable 
for the men taken by our committee. 

Q. Now, could the employees go any further under the 
Plan? A. They could appeal our petition to the No. 5 
Committee, the Committee on Appeals. 

Q. Do you know whether or not those cases were ap¬ 
pealed, those eleven cases? A. I understand that several 
of them were appealed, yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know how many? A. Offhand, no, I couldn't 
say. 

Q. That was the final action of your committee on them ? 
A. That’s right. 

13790 Q. I see. A. I was not a member of No. 5, so I 
wouldn’t know. 

Q. You were not at that time a member of No. 5? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Were you ever present at any meeting at any time 
when Mr. Bennett, the Superintendent of Gautier, is he 
not— A. He was— 

Q. —was present, and -which also any other employees ’ 
representatives was present? A. I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I wonder if you 
mean that question just the way the form in which you 
phrase it reads. Read that. 

Mr. Broun: Perhaps not, can we have it read? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Mr. Broun: Strike the question, please, Mr. Examiner, 
you are quite right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What I want to find out, Mr. Horn¬ 
ing, is whether you were ever at any meeting or present 
at any time when there was also present Mr. Bennett, the 
superintendent of Gautier, and in addition to him some 
employees^ representatives other than yourself? A. 

13791 I was. 

Q. Do you remember when such a meeting was 
held, if there was only one? A. I can remember several 
such meetings. The first meeting that I recall was right 
after the organization meeting of 1937. 

Q. You mean 1937 or ’36? A. 1936, that’s right, 

Q. ’36? A. Yes. My first term as representative. 

Q. Did Mr. Bennett say at any such conference to the 
employees’ representatives there, in words or in substance, 
“Go out and sell the plan to employees”? A. He did not. 

Q. Can you tell me the substance of what was discussed 
at any of those conferences? A. Well, we went— 

Q. What was said by Mr, Bennett or others? A. We 
w'ent to see Mr. Bennett. Mr. Bennett said he was glad to 
meet the representatives that had come back and glad to 
meet the new representatives. 

He also told them it was a custom of his to meet the 
representatives, 

Q. Was the meeting after the reorganization 

13792 meeting in ’36? A. That’s right. He told us that 
it was a custom of his to meet these representatives 

at the beginning of the year, and told us he was a very busy 
man, said there would be times that we would come to him 
with problems, wouldn’t get action on them, told us that 
we wasn’t to stop there, that we could come back and see 
him again. 

I think that he made a statement something like this, 
that at the time vre were having a bad accident period. 

He did tell us to go out and preach the gospel of safety 
in the mill. 

13793 Q. Well now, at any other meeting after that that 
you were at where Mr. Bennett was present and 

where any employees’ representatives other than yourself 
were present— 
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Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —did Mr. Bennett at any time make 
any statement in words or substance to go out and sell 
the Plan? A. He did not. 

Mr. Shawe: Did we have the entire conversation of Mr. 
Bennett at the previous meeting? I think Mr, Broun went 
on to another meeting before the witness was allowed to 
tell us all the conversation. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t think I had done that, but I will 
find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Had you completed telling us what 
you remember of Mr. Bennett’s conversation at that meet¬ 
ing after the reorganization meeting in ’36? A. I had. 

Q. Did you remember anything else that he had said? 
A. Not as I recall, at that time we were having quite a few 
mixes in steel, and he told the representatives from the 
mill and myself, being an inspector, he told us to do what 
we could to minimize the mixes that were getting into 
the steel. 

13794 Q. What are mixes in steel, Mr. Horning, what 
does that mean? A. Different heats getting mixed 

up. 

Q. Is it necessary then, as I understand it, when the steel 
is being worked on in the mills to keep the different heats 
segregated? A. The different grades, yes, they must be 
segregated. 

Q. Did you ever attend any meeting of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee in your tenn as representative, 1936 to 1937, 
at which the name of one George Spencer was mentioned 
in any w’-ay? A. I did. 

Q. Do you remember whether that was a special or regu¬ 
lar meeting? A. I am not positive, but I think it was a 
special meeting. 

Q. Can you tell me what the connection was in which 
Spencer’s name was mentioned, w’-hy it was that his name 
was mentioned at the meeting? A. It seemed like Mr. 
Spencer and a man by the name of Mr. Soltis got in a 
brawl in the 36" and Mr. Spencer had been discharged 
over it. 

Q. Been discharged— A. Been discharged on account 
of it. 

Q. Discharged on account of the fight? A. On 

13795 account of the^ fight. 
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Q. Well now then, what did that have to do with the No. 
2 Joint Conniiittee, or the No. 2 Joint Connuittee having 
anything to do with Spencer, did he appeal the case of dis¬ 
charge to the coiiiiiiittee? A. He did. 

Q. How did he do that, through someone, or not? A. 
Through his representative. 

Q. Who was that? A. John Zeman. 

Q. Was John Zeman Mr. Spencer’s representative? A. 

1 think so, yes. 

Q. Why do you say that he was his representative, is 
there some way of determining that one man rather than 
another is the representative of a particular employee? 
Mr, Shawe: I object to “why”, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: What did you say ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Mr. Spencer was a craneman on the 36" 
and the craneman votes in the district that he runs a crane 
on. Mr. Spencer was the representative. I mean, Mr. 
Zeman was the representative for the 36". 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was Mr. Spencer present 

13796 at the meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee at any 
time? A. He was. 

Q. Was Zeman present? A. He was. 

Q. Was anybody else there that had anything to do with 
the Spencer case, if I might call it that? A. There was. 
Q. Who were they? A. There was Mr. Soltis. 

Q. That is a man who was in— A. The fight. 

Q. In the fight? A. Yes. 

Q. Got hit? A. That’s right. Mr. Raab. 

Q, Is that E-a-a-b? A. That’s right. Mr. Bennett, su¬ 
perintendent of Gautier. 

Q. Were all of them at the meeting at the same time? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. They were not, you say? A. No, sir. 

Q. They— A. By that you mean in the room at the 
same time? 

Q. Yes. A. They were not. 

13797 Q. Why were the men there? A. Why were they 
there ? 

Q. At the committee meeting? A. Well, they w'ere there 
because Mr. Spencer was appealing his removal to the No. 

2 Committee to see if he could be reinstated. 
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Q. Well, did the committee invite these men to be pres¬ 
ent? A. He did. 

Q. Did you ask him questions about his case ? A. We did. 

Q. Now tell me just what procedure was followed; you 
say that the men were at the meeting and yet they weren’t 
in the room at the same time? A. Well, the first man, as 
I recall it, in the room was Mr. Spencer, and Mr. Zeman. 

Q. Were they there at the same time? A. They were. 
Mr. Zeman is Mr. Spencer’s representative. Mr. Spencer 
had a chance to state his case. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, may we have the conversation, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what— 

13798 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, of£ the record for a 
moment, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was had off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Let's go ahead and find out, Mr. 
Horning, about the order in which the others were in the 
room, please; had Eaab been in the room or not up to that 
point? A. I don’t think he had up to that point, I don’t 
think he had. 

Q. Now go ahead and tell us. A. Well, after Mr. Spen¬ 
cer had been dismissed Mr. Soltis was invited into the room. 

Q. And was he in the room with any of the others except 
the members of the committee ? A. I think Mr. Zeman was 
with Mr. Soltis, also. 

Q. Now then, you haven’t mentioned Mr. Bennett or 
Mr. Eaab, as to when they were in the room? A. I am not 
positive, but I think Mr. Eaab was the next man to enter 
the room. 

13799 Q. Yes, was— A. Followed by Mr. Bennett. 

Q. Now, were Eaab and Bennett in the room at 
the same time? A. They were not. 

Q. Was there any one else other than members of the 
committee in the room when Eaab was there? A. I don’t 
think so. 

Q. And how about when Bennett was there? A. I don’t 
think so, unless it might have been Mr. Zeman. 
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Q. Now, will you tell me in so far as you can remember 
the conversation that took place when Mr. Spencer and 
Mr. Zeman were in the room with the committee? A. I 
don’t recall much of the conversation other than Mr. Spen¬ 
cer claimed that he was getting a raw deal and other men 
had fought in the mill and got away wnth it. That was 
about the substance of his conversation "with the committee. 

Q. Well, now, did Mr. Evans, Sidney Evans, attend that 
meeting at any time ? A. He did. 

Q. Will you tell me about his attendance at the meeting? 
A. He attended the meeting before any of the witnesses 
had been called came in. 

13800 Q. Does that mean he left before they came in? 
A. That’s right, under the Plan, ■why, he presented 

the case to No. 2 Wage Committee. 

Q. What do you mean by “presented the case”? What 
did he do, in more detail ? A. He told us that it had been 
appealed to him and he had found, you might say— 

Q. Found -what, Mr. Horning? A. The case had been 
appealed to him and he had upheld the decision of the 
superintendent. 

Q. In discharging Spencer? A. That’s right. 

Q. Then he left the meeting? A. It had been appealed 
and it was handed to the No. 2 Wage Committee and he 
left the meeting. 

Q. I see. Did Mr. Spencer at any time while he was 
present at the meeting say in words or substance that he 
requested that Mr. Soltis and Mr. Bennett be present be¬ 
fore the committee while he, Spencer, was present? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, on the 
ground that the ^-itness has already told us all that he 
remembered about the conversation. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Not that I can remember. 

13801 Q. (By Mr. Broun) You were present at the 
whole meeting? A. I was. 

Q. Did Mr. Spencer at any time when he was before the 
No. 2 Joint Committee at this meeting say in words or in 
substance that he had been discharged or laid off on ac¬ 
count of union activities, or anything to that eifect? A. 
He did not. 
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Q. Do you remember when the meeting was held, the 
meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee, the one you have 
just referred to? A. I can’t say that I do, no. 

Q. Do you know about when it was held, what month or 
year; well, first let me ask you this, was it in your term 
from 1936 tol937? A. 11 was. 

Q. It was? A. Yes. 

Q. And do you remember what month it was in? A. It 
was the latter part of the year, no, I can’t say what month 
it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Horning, do you think if 
you referred to that schedule that Mr. Williams loaned us 
before, that it might help you? 

13802 Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you a card, Mr. 
Horning, and ask you if looking at that will refresh 

your recollection in any way as to when the meeting was 
held; you say it was a special or regular meeting? A. I 
can’t say positively, but I imagine around January 20th. 

Q. M^at year? A, 1937. 

Q. Was it special or regular, do you know? A. I think 
it was a regular meeting. 

Q. You think what? A. I think it was a regular meet¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Broun: Might I sec, if you don’t mind, Mr. Jones, 
and if you have them, the minutes of the regular meeting 
of the No. 2 Joint Committee around January? 

Mr. Jones: It was a special meeting of December 21st. 
Mr. Broun: You say the meeting was December 21st? 
Mr. Jones: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: ’36? 

Mr. Jones: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Otf the record a minute. 
(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

13803 Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, \vill you please mark 
this document which consists of two pages in the 

same way as we have the others in lead pencil? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 176-A and 176-B for Identi¬ 
fication.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I show you a docu¬ 
ment consisting of two pages marked Eespondcnts’ Ex¬ 
hibit 176-A and 176-B, respectively, for Identification, and 
ask you if that refreshes your recollection as to the date of 
the meeting of the No. 2 Joint Wage Committee about 
which you told us? A. It does. 

Q. What did you say? A. It does. 

Q. Can you tell us when that meeting was held ? A. De¬ 
cember 21st, 1936. 

Q. December what? A. December 21, 1936. 

Q. Have you seen before today the two pages marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 176-A and 176-B for Identifi¬ 
cation? I am referring to the precise pages, not to any 
identical copies you may have seen? A. What is that 
question? I have seen it at the same conference. 

13804 Q. The same conference to which you referred 
before? A. Yes. 

Q. But not before, as to these identical pages? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. I show you the two exhibits for Identification, and 
call your attention particularly to Exhibit 176-B for Iden¬ 
tification and ask you if you know whoso signature is the 
second signature that appears there? A. Alex Aniann. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the signature you have 
said is the signature of Alex Amann is his manual sig- 
ncHture? A. It is. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, the witness has given 
precisely the same answers with respect to Respondents’ 
Exhibit 176-A and 176-B as he did with respect to the last 
document which, I believe, was Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A 
and B, and I therefore ask if that may be included like¬ 
wise in the offer of proof. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may. 

Mr. Shawe: Mav we sec that, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Surely. 

(Mr. Shawe thereupon examined the exhibit.) 

Mr. Rose: How many pages is it? 

Mr. Broun: That was two pages, I believe—A 

13805 and B. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It has been marked. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, did you receive after 
the meeting of the No. 2 Joint Wage Committee on De¬ 
cember 21, 1936, any copy of the minutes of that meeting ? 
A. I did. 

Q. Was there any reference made in the minutes you 
received or the copy of the minutes you received, to the 
Spencer case? A. There was. 

Q. Do you know a man named Clarence Trcssler? A. 
I do. 

Q. Did you know him during all of the year 1937? A. 
I did. 

Q. Do you remember seeing him at any time during 
August, 1937? A. I do, 

Q. Do you remember where you saw him? Is it any 
particular occasion that you remember? A. I remember 
meeting him at the roadhouse, Camoset Club, Somerset 
Pike. 

Q. Is that near Johnsto^vn? A. Not so far from Johns¬ 
town. It is closer to Jennerstown. 

Q. Will you spell the name of the roadhouse, or club, 
that you referred to? A. Camoset. 

13806 Q. Could it be Camoset—C-a-m-o-s-e-t? A. That 
would be as good as any. 

Q. Is it on Somerset Pike? A. That is right, 

Mr. Broun: Has the reporter that name, Jennerstowm— 
J-e-n-n-c-r-s-t-o-w-n ? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Q. Will you tell me what happened, if anything, and 
what was said and done when you met Mr.'Tressler there 

at the time vou referred to? A. We went out to the Camo- 

* 

set Club after midnight, Saturday night. We stopped out 
there to have a drink—a friend of mine and myself. Just 
as I got in the door I met Mr. Tressler. It seemed to me 
Mr. Tressler was my friend— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. I move to 
strike it out. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me entirely competent for the 
witness, in describing an incident, to state the surrounding 
circumstances and describe the full picture. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike, beginning with “it seems 
to me.” 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us just what you remember, 
A. I met Mr. Tressler and he asked me if I would not 

13807 come over to his table, which I did. He introduced 
me to his party as ^Ir. Horning, secretary of our 

good company union. I acknowledged it by saying I was, 
and hoped to stay that way or intended to stay that way. 
We had quite a conversation and he asked me— 

Q. Just tell us, if you remember, everything that vras 
said that you do remember. A. He asked me what I thought 
of the National Relations Labor Board. I told him I 
thought it was a bunch of hpoey. He asked me what I 
thought about the C. I. 0. I told him I thought the C. I. 0. 
was on the skids. 

His wife was there at that time. She said that he knew 
it was on the skids too, but he was in too far to back out. 

Q. Did he say anything to that? A. He had nothing to 
say. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. Let us 
have the entire conversation. I wish to strike the last re¬ 
mark— 

Mr. Broun: If Mr. Shawe stops interrupting him— 

Mr. Shawe: And if you suggest answers— 

13808 ^Ir. Broun: I resent the implication that I sug¬ 
gest answers. 

I again ask you, Mr. Examiner, that you try to preserve 
some order in this procedure and keep Mr. Shawe's blasts 
subsequent to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you for the suggestion 
and I will see'what I can do to keep some peace in the 
family. Proceed. 

Mr. Shawe: You give us what Mr. Tressler said and 
not what ^Ir. Broun suggests he said. 

The Witness: I think I have done that, Mr. Shawe. 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you laid do^yn a rule in 
this case at one time about counsel for the Labor Board 
interrupting witnesses, and counsel interrupting wit¬ 
nesses— 

Mr. Shawe: Also because the respondent was doing all 
the interrupting. I 'W'ill stand on the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don^t stand on the record. It 
is getting too big. You might fall off. 

Mr. Homing, give us the conversation at that time. 
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The Witness: Mr. Tressler told me we were violating 
the Wagner Labor Act by holding meetings in the company 
ofiSce, I believe, in the general office, and I told him we 
were not. 

I told him we had an open room over there which 

13809 anybody could take, anybody could have that room 
by writing and asking for it. 

As I recall it, Mr. Tressler said he did not think so. 

I think that was about the extent of the conversation. 
I left to get my drink which was in the cellar, and he was 
on the second floor. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, Mr. Homing, did you 
at that time say to Mr. Tressler, or in his presence, in 
words or substance, that you got around the Wagner Labor 
Law by calling Sid Evans and asking permission to use a 
room? A. I did not, sir. 

Q. Did you say that to Mr. Tressler at any time? A. 
I did not. 

Q. Or to any one else at any time? A. I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, did you read or not 
the copies of minutes of the meetings of the General 

13810 Body at the time you represented it? A. I did. 

Q. All of it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that true of the minutes of committees? A. I did. 
Q. And the Joint Committees? A. It is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Mr. Broun, I think I know what 
you mean by read. Did you mean read to himself, or did 
he read them at committee meetings? 

Mr. Broun: I mean, did he read them to himself? I 
did not mean to exclude that he read them at committee 
meetings. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) There are some minutes, as I under¬ 
stand, Mr, Homing, that you read to the meetings? A. 
Yes, 
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Q. I aiu not talking about that, but did you read to your¬ 
self so you understood what was in the documents of the 
minutes you got? A. I read them to myself even before 
reading them there. 

13811 Q. That applies to committees, General Body, and 
the Joint Committees? A. Yes. 

Q. Were you present at all of the General Body meetings 
that were held while you were an employees’ representa¬ 
tive? A. You mean in both years? 

Q. Yes. A. No. I think I missed one in two years. 

Q. Which year ? A. 1937. 

Q. Which meeting? Do you remember? A. No, but it 
w’as around the first day of the deer season. 

Q. I don’t get it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reporter will read it, 
please. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above sot 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are city folk. Will you tell 
us when that is? 

The Witness: Offhand, I don’t know either. It was 
the first year I went looking for deer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you find any? 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) That was in the fall, Avasn’t 

13812 it? A. it was in the fall. 

Mr. Broun: You mustn’t make us too citified, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not know they had deer 
running around the streets of New York, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Running around the streets of Ne>v York, 
I wish I had a gun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, were the statements 
of motions, or was the statement of any motion that was 
made at any meeting of the General Body that you were 
present at ever omitted from the minutes of that meeting 
tliat you read and received? A. It was not. 

Q. It was not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will the reporter please read 
the answer? 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 6855 


(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What was the answer? Does that 
apply to the minutes of the committee? A. That’s right. 
Q. And Joint Committees? A. That is correct. 

Q. Was any statement of any motion that was made, or 
of any business that took place at any meeting of 

13813 the General Body at which you were present, ever 
rearranged in the minutes that you received from the 

order in which it took place in such a way as to change the 
meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that. I don’t know what counsel 
means by the word “rearranged”. 

Mr. Broun: Would you please read the question, Mr. 
Reporter? 

(The reporter relocated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me perfectly clear. 

Mr. Shawe: It calls for an opinion on the part of the 
witness, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: He was present and read the minutes. He 
is qualified to testify as to that. 

The Witness: Not that I know of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that true of committee meetings? 
A. It is. 

Q. And the Joint Committee meetings? A. It is. 

Q. Was the statement of any part— A. I beg your 
pardon ? 

Q. Was the statement of any part of any motion or of 
any business that took place at any meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body which you attended— 

13814 Mr. Shawe: I object to the question— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —ever left out of the minutes 
of that meeting which you read and received? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question on the ground that 
it calls for a conclusion. 

Mr. Broun; I would like to make that subject—read it 
back, please, Mr. Reporter—I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Except for the one incident you told 
us about, where you remembered General Body minutes 
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having been corrected "wnth respect to a man named 
Strange, I believe you said— A. That’s right. 

Q. —was any part of the statement of any motion, or of 
any business that took place at a meeting of the General 
Body which you attended ever omitted or left out of the 
minutes that you read and received? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question. I do not see how 
the witness can possibly answer that question. This man 
does not remember every statement made at every meeting. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, the question is entirely com¬ 
petent. It seems to me the witness testified he received 
all of the minutes and he read them, and he is perfectly 
competent to give his opinion or his knowledge of the sub¬ 
ject matter of the question I asked him, just as he 

13815 was as to the preceding question. 

Mr. Shawe: It is also clear from the record that 
this man did not attend all the meetings, or was present 
during all the time of all the meetings. 

Mr. Broun: He testified the minutes were approved at 
subsequent meetings and were the subject of discussion 
and instructions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you the question in mind? A. 
No, Will you read it back? 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: Not that I know of. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that true of committee meetings? 
A. It is. 

Q. And Joint Committee meetings ? A. It is. 

Q. Were the minutes of the General Body meetings which 
you attended, and which you received and read, accurate 
statements of what took place at those meetings? 

Mr, Shawe: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner, on 
the ground that it calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I think so, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that true of committees? 

13816 A. It is. 

Q. Joint Committees? A. It is, 

Mr. Broun: I have no further questions, Mr. Examiner. 
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Mr. Shawc: I would like to know before I begin my ex¬ 
amination, Mr. Examiner, if the intervener’s counsel in¬ 
tends to ask this witness any questions ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Mr. Jones, have you any 
questions ? 

Mr, Jones: No, I haven’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; All right, Mr. Shawe. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you ever read a copy of the 
National Labor Relations Act? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that as entirely 
immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Why? The witness told us ho 
expressed an opinion on it. 

Mr. Broun; He expressed an opinion on it— 

The Witness: A personal opinion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: A personal opinion. 

The Witness: As far as that is concerned— 

Mr. Broun; I was not clear that he was expressing an 
opinion of the Act, or of the Labor Board. 

The Witness: I said, the Labor Board. 

13817 Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you talking about 
the Labor Board ? 

The Witness: Yes, 

Mr Shawe: This is cross examination, Mr. Examiner. 
I submit that is a perfectly proper question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Shawe: Will you read the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Board is reasonably close 
to the Act. 

Mr. Broun: I was not sure he was speaking of the Act 
or the Board. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: In part. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Which part did you read? A. I just 
glanced over it. Offliand I could not say. 

Q. I show you a copy of the National Labor Relations 
Act and direct your attention to Section 8 (2) of the Act 
and ask you if you ever read that? A. I think I have seen 
that before; yes, sir. 
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Q. WTiere did you see it! 

Mr. Broun: May I have that read? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Would other counsel like to see a copy of 
that? 

I08I8 Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Shawe, I am reasonably 
enough familiar with the Act not to examine that. 
Mr. Shawe: I want to give counsel an opportunity to 
examine it. 

The Witness: I think our local papers carried provi¬ 
sions of the Wagner Act. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And is that where you read the 
Act? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question. 
The witness has not stated he read the Act. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said, parts of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) As I understand you, you say you 
think you read Section 8 (2) of the National Labor Rela¬ 
tions Act? A. I said I think. I am not sure I read that 
before. 

Q. Where did you read it, do you think? A, In the paper. 
Q. Did Mr. Jones ever show you a copy of the National 
Labor Relations Act? 

Mr. Broun: That is an incompetent question. It has 
no pertinency. 

Mr. Shawe: This man is secretary under the Plan of 
Employees ’ Representation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

13819 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Broun ever show you 
a copy of the Act? A. No. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans ever show you a copy of the Act? A. 
No. 

Q. Was a copy of the Wagner Act ever read at a meet¬ 
ing of the Employees’ Representation? 

Mr. Broun: I object on the same ground. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I do not recall if it has, 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I would like to read to you Section 
8 (2) of the Act. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is not necessary for coun¬ 
sel for the Board to read any law. I ask you to take ji'di- 
cial notice— 

Mr. Shawe: I submit I have the right to finish my ques¬ 
tion before Mr. Broun interrupts me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Where have I heard that be¬ 
fore? Was there any objection? 

Mr. Shawe: I had not finished the question. 

ilr. Broun; Mr. Shawe had not asked a question. He 
was starting to read the Act. It is not necessary to read 
the law. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness read it and I have 
read it, and I am sure all the other counsel have 

13820 read it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You told us about a Mr. E. 
L. Roberts. Will you tell me, please, what he does? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, does Mr. Shawe mean 
whether Mr. Roberts plays bridge and eats breakfast at 
a certain time? It seems to me to be a very broad question. 

Mr. Shawe: Of course, Mr. Horning, Mr, Broun does 
not understand me, but you do. I mean, where does he 
work and what does he do ? 

Mr. Broun: Please—that is still very broad, where does 
he work and what does he do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us find out where he works, 
and then find out what he does. 

The Witness: He works in the general oflSce. 

Q, (By Mr. Shawe) At the Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. Yes. 

Q. You were over to see him at noon; is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. There is no testimony 
that the witness was over to see Mr. Roberts this noon. 

Mr. Shawe: I believe there is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To the contrary. As I under¬ 
stand it, the witness did not go over at noon. He did go 
over during the recess we took around three o 'clock. 

13821 Mr. Shawe: I mean this afternoon, during a 
recess. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You went to see Mr. E. L. Roberts. 
Can you tell me on what floor of the general offices his office 
is at? A. On the fourth floor of the general office, 

Q. Is that the same floor where Mr. Sidney D. Evans has 
an office? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Do Mr. Evans and Mr. Roberts occupy the same ofSce 
or different offices? A. Different offices. 

Q. Are they adjoining offices? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what is the materiality of 
that? 

Mr. Shawe: It is quite material. I want to show that 
Mr. Evans reads the minutes of the Plan too, 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, counsel for the Board should 
ask questions and, if the questions he seeks to ask, are 
barred, he should make offers of proof, and not engage in 
any particular statement as to what he cannot show and 
does not want to show. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will the reporter please read 
the question ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

13822 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: They are. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) In other words, you mean there is 
a door leading from Mr. Roberts’ office to Mr. Evans’ 
office? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I will withdraw the objection. 

The Witness: There is. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I believe you told us on direct ex¬ 
amination that Mr. Roberts was some sort of an industrial 
relations man. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. Jones: There is nothing in the record to indicate 
that, Mr. Examiner, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q, (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know if that is the same 
offices that Mr. Evans and Mr. Roberts occupied during 
the year 1937 ? A. I would like to ask you a question, Mr. 
Shawe. Do you mean during the year 1936 and 1937 they 
occupied the same offices? 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t understand that. 

The Witness: I don’t understand yours either. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You told us where Mr. Roberts has 
his office and where Mr. Evans has his office. I want 

13823 to know if Mr. Roberts and Mr. Evans occupied 
those same offices during the year 1937? A. They 


did. 
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Q. And did they occupy those same offices during the 
year 1936? A. They did. 

Q. Well, what is Mr. Eoberts’ occupation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he knows. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) If you know? A. I don’t know just 
what Mr. Roberts would be called. 

Q. What do you call him? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness; Mr. Roberts. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you withdraw the objection ? 
Mr. Broun: Yes. I withdraw the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is Mr. Roberts an assistant to Mr. 
Sidney Evans? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. It calls for a conclusion. 
The Witness: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you withdraw the objection? 
Mr. Broun: Yes. I withdraw the objection, assuming 
the answer stands. 

13824 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is Mr. Roberts an employee’s 
representative? A. He acts in the capacity of one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He acts in the capacity of one? 
The Witness: May I rephrase that statement? 

Mr. Broun: Will you read back the record, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter read the record as follows: 

“A. He acts in the capacity of one. 

“Trial Examiner Bloom: He acts in the capacity of one? 
“The Witness: May I rephrase that statement?”) 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me from what the witness said 
that he misunderstood the question, and we should strike it. 
Mr. Shawe: He has not misunderstood any question. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us find out from the wit¬ 
ness. 

Did you understand the question? 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You do not understand what I 
meant? A. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Shawe. Read my question back again to the witness. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 

13825 set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) 'What does that mean? 
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Mr. Broun: I thought that Mr. Shawe said, employer 
representative.” 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you think I said employees^ rep¬ 
resentative ? A. Yes. 

Q. You did so understand me to say employees’ repre¬ 
sentative ? 

Mr. Broun: The witness has asked to correct his testi¬ 
mony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the ques¬ 
tion now? Do you know what Mr. Shawe means? 

The Witness: He wants to know if Mr. Roberts is an 
employees’ representative. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know if he is or not? 

The Witness: I think he is not—don’t think he is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, if you previously said 
you thought he was, you now wish to change that to you 
do not think so? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr, Shawe) Don’t you know whether or 
13826 not he is? A. No. 

Q. In other words, as I understand you, he may be 
an employees’ representative? A. I don’t say that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said he does not 
know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Homing, as I understand 
your testimony, you were secretary of the No. 2 Standing 
Committee; is that correct? A. That is correct—in 1936, 
you mean ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is your question “are” or 
“were”? Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And that was during the Plan year 
1936 and 1937? A. April, 1936 to March, 1937; yes. 

Q. And while you were secretary of the Standing Com¬ 
mittee you took notes of the meetings at the meetings; is 
that correct? A. Not necessarily. I did not take notes. I 
wrote my minutes in longhand. Sometime I took notes to 
refer to later in the meeting. 

Q. I believe you told us you got the book in which you 
recorded the notes or minutes, or whatever you want to call 
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13827 them from Mr. Roberts; is that correct? A. That 
is very correct. 

Q. When did you first get a book from Mr. Roberts in 
which to record these minutes? A. The book was brought 
in at UxQ beginning of the meeting before the election of 
officers. 

Q. Who brought them in to the meeting? A. The chair¬ 
man of the General Body who presides over the election of 
officers on that committee. 

Q. I thought you told me you got the book from Mr. 
Roberts? A. Thereafter I did. 

Q. You mean, you got the first book from Mr. Williams 
and subsequently all the other books you got from Mr. 
Roberts? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: There is no testimony that there were two 
or three books. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were there more than one 
book? 

The Witness: Just the one minute book, that’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Just the one book? Mr. Shawe 
is asking you apparently about the stenographer’s pads you 
referred to before. Is that what you are thinking of? 

13828 The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there only one book 
you used during the time you were secretary of that com¬ 
mittee ? 

The Witness: I don’t know. I think there was more 
than one book. That was the book that was used by other 
committees. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And at the end of each meeting you 
took the stenographer’s pad in which you recorded these 
notes, to Mr. Roberts’ office? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, he is talking about 
notes. The witness said he took longhand minutes. He 
may have taken notes in addition. I don’t see why counsel 
insists on framing the question on the basis of notes. 

The Witness: I took complete minutes back to Mr. Rob¬ 
erts’ offices. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Why did you take them to Mr. Rob¬ 
erts’ office? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 
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The Witness: It is something I was doing all year. No 
special reason for it. I just took them back. 

13829 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, how did you know 
where to take the minutes at the end of each meeting? 

A. I knew where I got the book from so I took it back where 
I got it from. 

Q. Did Mr. Roberts ever ask you to bring it back? A. 
He did not. 

Q. Well, why did you take it back to Mr. Roberts? A. I 
just stated that is where I got it. 

Q. Well, did the minutes belong to Mr. Roberts? A. No, 
he was just the man that took care of them for us, just like 
I might let Mr. Bloom take care of a ten-dollar bill for me 
until I seen it again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say Bloom or Broun? 
The Witness: Bloom. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you for the compliment. 
Mr. Broun: I hope that doesn’t mean, Mr. Homing, that 
you wouldn’t let me do it, too. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, you would let Mr. Broun 
take care of it. 

Mr. Moore: He used the word ‘‘might”, he hasn’t done 
it yet. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Homing, when you took 
the book in which you say you wrote the longhand minutes 
to Mr. Roberts’ office at the end of one of these 

13830 Standing Committee meetings, when would be the 
next time you would see this book? A. At the next 

meeting of the Standing Committee. 

Q. Well, where would you get the book? A. In Mr. Rob¬ 
erts’ office. 

Q. In other words, before you went to the next meeting, 
you would go to Mr. Roberts’ office and get the book and 
take it to the meeting, is that what you mean? A. That’s 
correct. 

Q. And how often did the No. 2 Standing Committee meet 
during the Plan year 1936-37? A. Offhand I couldn’t say, 
if you will refer me to that card I can tell you. 

Q. Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AMiich one is that ? 

The Witness: 1936-37. 
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Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, might I ask counsel for 
the Board, to specify whether he is referring to special 
meetings or regular meetings of the committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which, Mr. Shawe, please? 

Mr. Broun: Or both. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AMiich is it ? 

Mr. Shawe: I am referring to regular meetings. 

The Witness; Six regular Standing Committee meet¬ 
ings. 

13831 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) In other words, you meant 
once every two months? A. That’s correct. 

Q. And did you— 

Mr, Broun: I assume, Mr. Examiner, that counsel for 
the Board is still referring to regular meetings, Standing 
Committees. 

Mr. Shawe: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, how many special meetings 
were held of the No. 2 Standing Committee during the Plan 
Year 1936-1937, if there were any held? A. My friend, 
there was plenty of them held in 1936-37. 

Q. Well, I asked you how many. A. I couldn’t say off¬ 
hand, but there was plenty of them. 

Q. Now, I believe you told us that you took this book in 
which these minutes were recorded in your handwriting 
to Mr. Roberts’ office and two or three days later you re¬ 
ceived a mimeographed copy of some minutes, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. I said a few days later, I didn’t recall just how' 
many days, but it wasn’t very long. 

Q. MTiere did you get the mimeographed minutes? A. 
They came through inter-plant mail to me. 

13832 Q. Addressed to you? A. Addressed to me, yes, 
sir. 

Q. And where did you receive them? A. Most anywhere 
in Gautier. 

Mr. Broun; Now, I say, Mr. Examiner, that we are still 
talking about the time when he was secretary of the com¬ 
mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I assumed as much from the 
questions. 

Mr. Shawe: Of course, Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, were they addressed to you 
at any particular place in the plant? A. They were. 
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Q. Where were they addressed to you? A. Gautier In¬ 
spection Department. 

Q. That is where you work, is it not? A. That’s right, 
that is where I represent the men. 

Q. And who delivered the minutes to you? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How did you get the minutes? 

The Witness: Oh, I got them any number of ways, clerk, 
mostly. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Roberts put them in inter¬ 
plant mail? 

Mr. Jones: Objected to, for the reason that he 

13833 wouldn’t know who would put them in the inter¬ 
plant mail. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, he may know, this man was 
secretary of the committee. 

Mr. Broun: I join the objection, on the ground it calls 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, if he knows. 
If you know that, if you know that Mr. Roberts put them in 
there ? 

The Witness: I really don’t know who put them in the 
mail. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You didn’t put them in the inter- 
plant mail, did you? A. I certainly didn’t. 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Examiner, I object to that as frivolous. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Horning, I believe you 
told us while you were secretary of this No. 2 Standing 
Committee, that is, during the Plan Year 1936-1937, that 
the minutes of the various Standing Committees and Joint 
Comittees were read at the General Body meetings, is that 
correct? A. Standing Committee minutes and the Stand¬ 
ing Joint Committee minutes? 

Q. Yes. A. They were, yes. 

13834 Q. But that the minutes of the General Body were 
not read at the meetings, is that correct? A. That’s 

correct. 

Q. Now, were the minutes of the General Body meetings 
mailed to all the employee representatives? A. They were. 

Q. And were the minutes of the various Standing Com¬ 
mittees mailed to the employees’ representatives? A. They 
were. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. KATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 6867 


Q. And were the minutes of the Joint Committee meeting 
mailed to the employees’ representatives? A. They were. 

Q. By mail, I mean, inter-plant mail; is that what you 
understood me? A. That is the way I understand you. 

Q. Now, "why were the General Body minutes read at the 
General Body meetings during the Plan Year 1936-37 ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that calls for a conclusion— 

The Witness: Why weren’t they read? You said why 
weren’t they read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question. 

(The reporter i*epeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

13835 Mr. Shawe: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you tell me why the min¬ 
utes of the General Body meetings were not read at the 
General Body meetings held during the Plan Year 1936-37 ? 
A, Every man had a copy of them. 

Q. Well, didn’t every man have a copy of the Joint Com¬ 
mittee and Standing Committee minutes also? A, I think 
so, yes. 

Q. Well, why did you read the Standing Committee min¬ 
utes and Joint Committee minutes, but didn’t read the 
General Body minutes? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the ques¬ 
tion? 

The Witness: Yes, I understand it. I am taking a little 
time to think, if it is all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, take all the time you 
want. 

The Witness: The way I understand it, Mr. Shawe, that 
there were times that the committee meetings were held 
just a few days before the General Body meeting. 

Mr, Shawe: May the record show that it took the wit¬ 
ness five minutes to think of the answer to that question ? 

The Witness: I am allowed all the time I want to 

13836 think, Mr. Shawe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I told the witness he 
could take his time. 

Mr. Shawe; I don’t see w’hy I can’t have the record 
show the length of time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wish witnesses would think 
sometimes before they answer. 
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Mr. Shawe: I would like to have the question read back 
to the witness, I don’t think he has answered it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Jones: Will you read his answer to it? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I am advised that the time 
which elapsed between the ending of Mr. Shawe’s ques¬ 
tion and the beginning of Mr. Horning’s answer was not 
five minutes. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I would like the record 
to show that I had a watch in my hand, timing the witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, 1 assume Mr. Broun’s 
statement is likewise based on some knowledge that he 
knows. 

Mr. Broun: That’s correct. 

13837 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the record may 
show that the witness asked me if he could take his 
time and I said “certainly, go right ahead and take all the 
time you want.” Now, I don’t know why we need to time 
the witness. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, what is the witness’ answer, 
please? 

The Witness: You didn’t let me finish my answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You go ahead and take all the 
time you want again, Mr. Horning, and give us as complete 
an answer as you want. 

The Witness: Tell me where I was at when he inter¬ 
rupted. 

Mr. Shawe: Read it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Mershon, read the answer 
back, ^v'iIl you? 

The Witness: Well, there were times— 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I say, there were times that minutes 
didn’t get around to representatives before the General 
Body meeting— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; Do you mean by that the min¬ 
utes of the Committee meetings? 

The Witness; That’s right. 

13838 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But as I understand— 

The Witness: Eventually— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

The Witness: Eventually all representatives got copies 
of the respective Joint Committee meeting minutes and 
General Body minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I ask whether that 
also applies to Standing Committee minutes ? 

The Witness: It does. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) As I understand it, Mr. Horning, 
and please correct me if I am wrong, that you read all of 
the minutes of the Joint Committee meetings, either you or 
someone else at the General Body meeting, and all of the 
minutes of the Standing Committee? A. That I read them 
all? 

Q. At the Standing Committee meetings ? A. No, I said— 
Q. Well, I said you or someone else at the meeting? A. 
Pardon me. We did. 

Q. All of the Joint Committee meetings and Standing 
Committee meetings? A. The minutes of the Joint Com¬ 
mittee meetings were read at the General Body. 

Q. Let me finish my question, please. But all of these 
meetings of the Joint Committee and the Standing 

13839 Committees were not held two or three days before 
the General Body meeting, were they? A. May 1 

refer, Mr. Shawe, to that card? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Do you want this 
one, Board Exhibit 10? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if I might interrupt, I think 
Board Exhibit 10 is the one that I used in error, too, be¬ 
cause it applies to the wrong year. 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, we are talking about the ’36-7 year, 
Mr. Broun: May I show the witness the other card? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: In February, February, 1937; No. 1 Eules 
Committee met on the 17th of the month; No. 2, Wage Com¬ 
mittee, met on the 18th of the month; No. 3, Safety, etc., 
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met on the 19th of the month; No. 4, Transportation, etc., 
met on the 23rd of the month; No. 5, the General Commit¬ 
tee on Appeals, met on the 24th of the month; and the Gen¬ 
eral Body was on the 25th of the month; and it shows the 
whole way through the record there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you referring to February, 
1937? A. I was. 

Q. Now, as I understand you, the minutes of the 

13840 Joint Committee meetings and the Standing Com¬ 
mittee meetings were mimeographed two or three 

days after the meeting, is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, there hasn’t been any 
testimony as to two or three days, it is simply— - 
The Witness: I said a short time after the meeting. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, approximately how long? 

The Witness: It might have been from an hour to ten 
days. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, now, I refer you to this card 
again which purports to be a schedule of the meetings for 
the Plan Year 1936-37, and direct your attention to the 
fact that the Rules Committee met on February 17th and 
the General Body didn’t meet until February 25th, that is 
a lapse of eight days, is it not? A. That’s right, but I show 
you where the No. 5 Committee met on the 24th. 

Q. No, I am referring to that particular meeting. A. 
Well, I said all minutes were read. 

Q. With the exception of the General Body minutes? A. 
With the exception of the General Body, yes. On the other 
hand, all men in the General Body were at the General Body, 
they knew just exactly what went on in the General Body, 
so there "was no need for the men to re-hash the minutes of 
the General Body. The No. 5, the committees, there 

13841 were five men present, and in order to prove these 
minutes they would want to know what went on, so 

we read that to them for first-hand information. 

Q. Then, as I understand you, the minutes were read at 
the meetings in order that the General Body might approve 
them, is that correct? A. That is very correct. 

Q. But all the representatives attending the General 
Body meetings wouldn’t know what went on in the No. 5 
Committee meetings, would they? A. After having the 
minutes read to them, they should know, yes. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOH BEL. BOARD. 6871 

Q. Well, how would they know whether the minutes were 
correct or not? A. They didn’t know. 

Q. Of course, they didn’t. A, But they approved them, 
after all, they elected us five men to be the committee for 
No. 5, and if they didn’t trust us, why in the hell would they 
elect us? 

Q. Because the Plan says so, I suppose. A. Well, the 
Plan didn’t have anything to do with it, there was— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is counsel for the Board 
going to argue with the ■witness? 

13842 Mr. Shawe: Well, the witness asked me a ques¬ 
tion, I was only trying to answer it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, go ahead, put another 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, all of these meetings that you 
attended during the Plan Year 1936 and 1937, were you 
paid or were you not paid for the time that you spent at 
those meetings? A. I was. 

Q. And who paid you for the time that you spent at those 
meetings? A. I imagine the company. 

Q. The Bethlehem Steel Company? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know, Mr. Horning, how 
many employees’ representatives there were during the 
Plan Year 1936 and 7? A. Sixty-two. 

Q. And were all of the sixty-two employees’ representa¬ 
tives employees of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. 
Just a minute, I would like to make a correction on that, Mr. 
Bloom. 

13843 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, go right 
ahead. 

The Witness: You say the year of 1936 and ’37? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, the Plan Year ’36 and ’37. 

The Witness: Offhand I really couldn’t say how many 
was on that year. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Approximately? A. Oh, I imagine 
in the neighborhood of forty to forty-two. 

Q. Do you know how many employees’ representatives 
there were during the year 1937 and ’38? A. Sixty-two. 
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Q. Now, do you know whether or not the sixty-two em¬ 
ployees’ representatives for the Plan Year 1937 and 8, 
whether or not they were all employees of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Will you state that question again? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: They were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten o’clock Monday morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p.m., April 1, 1938, the hear¬ 
ing was adjourned until ten o’clock a.m., April 4, 1938.) 
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13849 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Eussell Clare Homing resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (ByMr. Shawe) Mr. Horning, did you ever attend an 
annual conference held under the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation? A. I did. 

Q. Did you attend an annual conference held under the 
Plan of Employees’ Representation in 1937? A. I did. 

Q. Where \vas that conference held? A. Bethlehem 
Steel’s office, General Office. 

Q. Well, generally speaking, who was present at the con¬ 
ference? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, what does 
counsel for the Board mean by “generally speaking”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you invited to attend the con¬ 
ference? A. I was. 

13850 Q. Were all the representatives invited to attend 
the conference? 

Mr. Broun: I object, how can he ask that question? 

Mr. Jones: I object to that as immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may know, I don’t know. 
Do you know if all the representatives were invited to at¬ 
tend, Mr. Homing? 

The Witness: I don’t know whether they were invited, I 
know they were there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know who else was at the 
conference, if anyone else was there, beside the representa¬ 
tives ? A. Superintendents. 

Q. Anyone else ? A, Mr. Grace, Mr. Larkin. 

Q. Was Mr. Evans there? A. He was. 

Q. Was Mr. Ellicott there? A. He was. 

Q. Did Mr. Eugene Grace speak at the conference? A. 
He did. 

Q, Do you recall his speech? 
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Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner—I withdraw 
the objection, I am sorry, sir. 

The Witness: No, I don’t know. 

13851 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall what his topic 
was? A. No. 

Q. Was there a meal served at the conference? A. There 
was. 

Q. Who paid for the meal? A. That is somethin" I 
wouldn’t know about. 

Q. Did you pay for it ? A. I didn ^t, 

Q. ITow long did the conference last? A. I wouldn’t know 
ofFliand, I’d say three or four hours. 

Q. And were you paid for the time that you spent at 
tliat meeting by the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Off¬ 
hand, I don’t recall. 

Q. Now, Mr. Homing, you recall Friday we were speaking 
of sending the mimeographed minutes under the Plan of 
Employees’ "Representation to representatives, these min¬ 
utes were only sent to the representatives, is that correct? 
A. That’s correct. 

Q. They were not sent to the men, to all of the employees 
of the company? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Do you recall on Friday that you testified on your di¬ 
rect examination, I believe, of a meeting of the No, 2 

13852 Joint Committee on Wages, held on March 1, 1937. 
A. Yes. 

Q. I think you said it was a special meeting; do you re¬ 
call that? A. You mean when the wages were announced? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. I do. 

Q. Do you recall at whose request this special meeting 
was called? A. I don’t recall, but I think it was the chair¬ 
man of No. 2 Committee, Joint Committee. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see, Mr. Jones, please, if you have 
it, the minutes of the Special Meeting of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee, I believe, which was marked Respondents’ Ex- 
Ijibit 175 for Identification? 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, I don’t quite under¬ 
stand. As I understand it, counsel for the Labor Board has 
objected to the introduction of the document in evidence 
and has, of course, had opportxmity to examine it at the 
time for the purpose of questioning on the so-called voir 
dire, but I don’t see now that it is not in evidence why coun- 
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sel for the Labor Board should have any use for it. 

13853 Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, the reasons en¬ 
tirely aside, theoretically that document that is re¬ 
jected in evidence is lodged with the official reporter, and I 
dare say any of the parties to the proceedings have the 
right to examine the documents held with the official re-; 
porter. If that is not my understanding, then I assume you 
are withdrawing the document entirely as an offer, 

^fr. Broun: No, I am not, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And as I understand, fur¬ 
ther, the request was not addressed to the respondents, but 
addressed to counsel for the intervenors. 

Mr. Broun: That is correct, sir, but my understanding 
was, I just wanted to find out before we went on, that any 
questions on the document would of course be addressed 
only to the questions of qualification since it has not been 
accepted in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is conceivable, as you 
stated the other day, that the document might be used for 
other purposes. It is conceivable that even though a docu¬ 
ment is rejected in evidence it might be used for other pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr. Broun: That is quite correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So until counsel desires to make 
use of it there is really nothing pending at the pres- 

13854 ent time, it may be that counsel for the Board in¬ 
tends to offer this document as a Board exhibit, I 

don’t know. 

Mr. Broun: That is agreeable with me, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In which case I dare say you 
would withdraw all objections, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Shawe: Do you have Respondents’ Exhibit 175 for 
Identification, Mr. Jones? 

Mr, Jones: I have, but, Mr. Examiner, under my idea 
of the case we have been limited so far in showing the ex¬ 
hibit for identification only and we have not been allowed 
to conduct any examination with reference thereto, except 
on the voir dire to qualify it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, but the document having 
been offered in evidence and rejected, in order to preserve 
the rights of the respondents with respect to that document, 
the document is theoretically, as I just stated, in the pos- 
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session of the official reporter. Now, if that is not the 
status then tlie respondents are in a rather sad position with 
respect to saving their rights in respect to that document. 

Mr. Jones: My position Is this: that we have been un¬ 
able to explain the document, or anything else. Now if 
counsel for the Board is allowed to go into that document 
and explain things, they may be in a position to ex- 

13855 plain things, get a partial explanation and not show— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I haven’t the faintest idea 
of what counsel wants it for. Here is a document that at 
the present time is theoretically, as I have stated, is in the 
possession of the official reporter. 

Mr. Jones: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now it happens that the docu¬ 
ment was withdrawn for the purpose of photostating, as I 
understand it. 

^Ir. Jones: That’s correct. 

^Ir. Shawe: All I would like to do, ^Ir, Examiner, is to 
examine the document for the present. 

Mr. Jones: "Well, we can see no objection. 

^fr. Broun: Wliat was the last statement? 

(The reporter repeated the last two statements of coun¬ 
sel as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I was simply inquiring to find what the 
purpose of the Board was, perhaps I shouldn’t have made 
it, I have no objection to the counsel for the Board— 

^Ir. Jones: Well, I have no objection to them examining 
it, but I do have as to cross-examination as to the matters 
contained in the document itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know, it may be they 
are going to offer the document, in which case I as- 

13856 sume both respondents and the intervenor would have 
no objection whatever, at least, the respondents, be¬ 
cause the respondents offered the document, as I under¬ 
stand it. 

(Wliereupon the document in question was passed to 
Mr. Shawe.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Homing, I show you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exliibit 175 for Identification and ask you to look 
at it and ask if that refreshes your memory as to who called 
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this meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee on March 1st, 
1937? 

(Respondents’ Exliibit 175 for Identification was passed 
to witness.) 

Q, (Continuing) Does that refresh your memory? A. 
It does. 

Q. At whose request the meeting was called? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, if the document was 
given him for refreshing his mind, Mr. Shawe has now- 
asked a different question. Ho first asked, as I understand 
it, who called the meeting and the witness answered the 
chairman. Now he asked at w-hose request it was called. 
Mr. Shawe: Oh, I think, Mr. Broun— 

Mr. Broun: It is entirely all right to ask the second 
question, but it shouldn’t be hooked up to a refreshment 
of recollection as to a question already answered. 

13857 Mr. Shaw-e: I think that Mr. Broun must be mis¬ 
taken, I think I w-as speaking of the request. 

Mr. Broun: I may be in error on my recollection of the 
record, that w-as my recollection. 

Mr. Shawe: However, I will be glad to straighten it out. 
Q. (By ^fr. Shawe) Mr. Horning, can you tell me who 
called the meeting? A. I think the chairman of No. 2 Joint 
Committee. 

Q. Mlio was the chairman of the No. 2 Joint Committee 
at that time? A. Mr. Trout. 

Q. And w-ho is Mr. Trout? A. Superintendent of the 
Railroad Division. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that answ-er, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Shaw-e) Did Mr. Trout state at that meeting 
at whose request the meeting was called? A. He did. 

13858 Q. Do you recall w^hat he said w-ith reference to 
the request ? A. He said that the request was made 

by the management. 

Q. The request for w-hat was made by the management? 
A. The request that we have the special meeting of No. 2 
Joint Committee. 
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Q. And was Mr. C. R. Ellicott and Mr. Sidney D. Evans 
invited to attend that meeting? A. They were. 

Q. Now, Mr. Horning, do you recall that Mr. Ellicott 
stated in words or substance at that meeting that during 
the past few weeks requests had been made by wage com¬ 
mittees in general bodies at the various plants of the com¬ 
pany for a general increase in wages, and that the com¬ 
pany had been considering the matter for some time. 

Mr. Jones: I object to that. 

Mr. Broun: I object. I join in that objection. Counsel 
for the Labor Board is telling the witness what Mr. Elli¬ 
cott stated, in asking the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the first part 

13859 of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall, Mr. Homing, 
whetlier or not Mr. Ellicott stated at that meeting in words 
or substance, quote, that during the past few weeks, un¬ 
quote— 

Mr. Jones; I object to the quote. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wliy the quote ? 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase it. I withdraw it. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, now, that the question 
should be barred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "WTiy? 

Mr. Broun: It is much too leading. He quotes from a 
document. It seems to me that he is quoting from a docu¬ 
ment not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no reference to anv 
document. 

Mr. Broun: He says, “quote.” It is with reference to 
something. Counsel, a short time ago, asked for minutes 
of a meeting offered in evidence and to which he objected. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no statement that this 
statement is out of the minutes— 

^Ir. Broun: I haven’t stated it was out of the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was the inference. 

13860 Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Shawe) Do you recall whether or not 
^[r. Ellicott stated at that meeting, in words or substance. 
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that during the past few weeks requests had been made 
by Wage Committees and the General Bodies at various 
plants of the company for a general increase in wages, and 
that the company had been considering this matter for some 
time? A. At that meeting, all I recall was Mr. Ellicott 
stated that the company was ready to go along with the 
5-1/2 cents raise. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit No. 175-A for Identi¬ 
fication, and ask you to tell us if that refreshes your mem¬ 
ory as to Mr. Ellicott’s statements at the meeting? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. Mliat was your question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the pending question, 
please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the question before 
that? 

Read the previous question. 

13S61 (The reporter repeated the next previous question 
as above set forth.) 

The Witness: He did. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the answer back, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? I could not understand it. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Homing, do you recall whether 
or not Mr. Ellicott stated at that meeting, in words or sub¬ 
stance, that the Wage Committees of the various plants 
were all meeting at this time to discuss this matter? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question. The 
use of the phraseology of counsel for the Board seems to 
me an assumption that the statements were made. The 
question should be rephrased. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question— 

Mr. Broun: He used the word “recall”. You cannot 
recall something that did not happen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

The Witness: I think he did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Horning, do you recall 
i;kS()2 whether or not Mr. Ellicott also stated at this meet¬ 
ing that the question of overtime had been brought 
up l)y the employees at several plants, and that this matter 
had also been given careful consideration. 

Mr. Bi'oun: Mr. Examiner, this practice has l)een ob¬ 
jected to and tlie objection sustained in this case, on the 
objection of tlie Labor Board on taking a document which 
was oiTered in evidence and not received and reading ques¬ 
tions from it, and you have barred the question. 

Xow, I do not see why the questions are not improper 
hei*e under that rule. Tt seems to me wliat is sauce for 
the goose should be sauce for the gander. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As 1 recall you otfered lliis evi¬ 
dence on direct examination when you tried to read it, did 
yon not, and whicli you tried to (jualify hut could not qualify. 
Tile questions are based on those. 

Mi*. Broun: Xo. sir, 1 do not think you are correct tliat 
1 read any t]uestions from the document. T handed the 
document to the witness and asked if it refroslies liis recol¬ 
lection. 

Mr. Siiawi*: T am not reading any <iuestions from any 
doeunumts, Mr. Examiner. 

Ti’ial Examiner Bloom: Tliese questions make no ref¬ 
erence to any documents. You recall ref(M*ring tlie witness, 
wlum the witness Stanton was on tlie stand. 

Ml*. Bi’oun: 1 am not sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tn res]>ect of a e(*rtain 
document liaving to do with a ministerial operation. If 
you will examine the record. T think you will find it is dis¬ 
similar to this. 

^Fr. Joints: On direct examination the witness was 
confined to the theory of the regularity of tlie min¬ 
ute's. Xow we are going into the snhstanee of the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are not going into the snl)- 
staiu'O of— 

Mr. .Tones: We certainly are. ^^r. Sliawe has a mimeo- 
gvai'‘hed sheet whicli is certainly a copy of that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness was asked on di¬ 
rect cxainination with respect to certain increases, and on 
cross examination the same circumstances can be examined 
by counsel for the Board. 

Mr. Jones: But he could not use tliat mimeogTaphed 
slieet as an exhibit, whicli is not an exhibit, and it lias been 
refused. Can lie examine now as to the substance of it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: lie is not examininp; as to the 
substance. 

Mr. Sliawe: T am only showing: him the document to vc- 
fresh Ids recollection and, as Mr. Broun lias stated, T can 
sliow tlie witness anythin.ir in the woi*ld to refresh his recol¬ 
lection. 

Mr. Broun: The last two or three questions—no docu¬ 
ments Imv(‘ been shown ihe witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tliat is correct. Mr. Sliawo has 
asked two or three questions without any documeiits 
wliatsoever. T see no objection to that. 

Mr. Jones: lie certainly maile ref'-rence to a 
<loeunu‘nl wlien he used the word “quote.’’ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 can frame a question and you 
(•an frame a queslion. and you mi.u'ht use tlie word quote 
tf) nu‘an sjiee'fically tlie lan.irua.ii'e you are asking* the wit¬ 
ness. but t!i(‘ fact that some of the lan.u'uaii'e may or may 
not aiijicar in tlie document tliat lias been la'jected.—tliat 
has be(‘n Vn*ou,e*lit Into tlie record by counsel foi* tlie res])on- 
dents and counsel for the intei*v<*nor, and not conns(d for 
the Labor Board. 

Mr. Jones: He could not use the word “ouote” without 
quoting somethin, 

Trial Exjnu’nei' Uoou!; [[^ did md say, “T am now 
quotinii* from res]iondents* <‘x]iibit so and so wliicb has 
iieen r(‘iocted." The discussion has been bronjrht into tlie 
?-ecoi'<l liy counsel for tlie r(*spondonts and counsid for the 
intervenor. 

>tr. J^liawe: 1 would like to call tlie counsel's attention 
to till' fact that llii^ is cross examination. 

tber(‘ a nendinc question. Mr. Beporter? 

"I'lic reporter rem^ated the last question as above s<‘t 
foi’tli.) 

'Tile Witness: I do not recall. 
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(I>y Mr. Slijnvc) T sliow you Respondents' Ex- 
ldS(;(> Xo. 17.”>-A t'of Identification, and ask you to ex¬ 
amine thal document ami s(*e it* that refreshes your 
1 ‘eeollection 4*is to whethei- or not lu* made that statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, the witness is ap- 
j)ar(*ntly ready to answei* the question. 

The Witness: He did. 

tij. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whethei* or not .Mr. 
Kllieott also spoke aliout tile pi’ovisions of the Walsh- 
llealy Act, and stat(*d that the Walsli-Ilealy Act required 
that all comi>ani(*s furnisliintr mat(M*ials to tlie Government 
eould not work their employees more than eight hours per 
day or forty liours pto* W(*ek, and that the salary labor had 
reali/ed on tiim* under pn*sent conditions, and procuring: 
sufficient skilled labor to meet these conditions, and liad 
i*nled that wlien there was a sliortage of such labor, eom- 
iianies would be permitted to furnish government material 
by agreeing to furnish overtime for all work in excess of 
forty hours pm* week, and exjdained that the comj)any was 
anxious to meet the conditions of this Act, and that the 
overtime provisions changed so that overtime be paid for 
all time in t^xcess of eight hours per day, oi* in excess of 
forty hours per week? 

ir.sriT Mr. Plroun: I object to that as not clear. For one 
thing, it asks if Mr. Ellicott explained something. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Jones: That is the very thing 1 have l>een objecting 
to right along. Mr. Shawe had before him some document 
from which he is reading. 

The Witness: He has a copy of the minutes. 

Mr. Shawe: What is the objection to that? 

Mr. Jones; That the substance of that is not in evidence. 
The document is not received. 

Trial pjxaminer Bloom: H(‘ is asking the witness if he 
recalls what certain statement was made, and whether or 
not his question, and previous questions, did not refer to 
the minutes— 

Mr. Jones: Ib‘ said, “in words or substance." 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is precisely the form the 
counsel for the respondents have used in all their previous 
questions in their examination. 

The Witness: I do not think Mr, Shawe has to ask me 
the question. 
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Trial Kxainiiicr Bloom: Snpi>os(.' you answer it wliellier 
ite slu/uhi ask it or not. Do you umlerstaiul it? 

TIk* W'ilness: 1 understand it. lie is reading from the 
minutes, and I say it is correct. 

Q- (i^iiawe) ^^r. Ellicotl did make that 
].‘]S()S statement? A. He did make that slatement. 

(). Did vou know a Mr. Johnson? A. I know sev- 

w . 

oral Mr. Johnsons. 

Q- Do you know a Mr. Jolmson who was an emidoyoes’ 
re])resentative? A. In what year? 

Mi*. I^roun: AVIll you please road that l)ack, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? I did not get the question. 

(The reporter repealed tlie last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) During the Rian vear lh3G-1937 ? A. 
I do. 

Q. You did know liim during tlic Plan vear 1936-1937? A. 
1 did. 

Mr. Broun: Well now, Mr. Examiner, may I have this 
cleai'od up? Fii*st—I am in error. T beg your pardon. 

Q. (By Mr. Sliawe) Do you know what department in 
tlie mill lie represented? A. Offiiand, I could not say. I 
think it was lai)orers, and men—eliippers who worked at 
tile pickling plant stock yard. 

Do you know whether or not Mr. Johnson represented 
the Electrical Department in Gautier? A. I don’t think 
he did: no. 

Q. What stock yard wert* you referring to in the 
13S69 previous answer? A. That would he pretty hard to 
explain. The billet yards for the upper mills. 

Q. You I’ofer to tlie upper mills. What did you mean by 
that? A. 9"3, when it was running; 12"; 9"1; Wo 8" mills. 

Q. Is that at Gautier? A. It is. 

Q. Do you recall during the Plan year 19.36-1937 whether 
or not the representative who represented the stock yards 
also represented the cranemen? 

IMr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question as 
not l>eing clear, not specifying what stock yards. 

Mr. Shawe: Speaking of the stock yards the witness has 
just referred to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which cranemen? 
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^[r. Shawe: The cranemen in the same mills. 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, the mills were not referred 
to. It was the stock yards that were referred to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, the same area? 
Mr. Shawe: Sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, the same area? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Do you understand that? 

The Witness: No, I do not. 

13870 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Homing, do you know 

13871 whether or not during the Plan Year 1936-7, that 
the crane men in the 8'T and 8"2— A. There are 

no crane men in the 8"1, 8"2. 

Mr. Jones: Mr, Examiner, I move that the question be 
stricken, for the reason he asked, “Did he recall” and then 
he starts to testify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then what? 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Shawe says— 

Mr. Shawe: VTho is testifying? 

Mr. Jones: He asked,-“Docs he recall,” and then he 
makes a statement of fact in such a way that he indicates 
to the witness that such was the situation when, in reality, 
it may or may not be. 

The Witness: I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness answered. 

^Ir. Broun: T join in that objection, Mr. Examiner. 

^Ir. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, this is cross-examination. 
Mr. Ford has asked questions simlar to this even on di¬ 
rect examination. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, I join in the objection 
because in my opinion the present question is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, read the question, 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

13872 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is an incomplete 
question. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Shawe) You referred to stock yards in the 
8"2 and S"1 mills, is that correct ? A. I did not, I referred 
to the stock yards that supplied the 8"1 and 8"2 with billets. 

Q. Well, are there any crane men in those stock yards? 
A. There are three. 
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Q. Do you know whether or not the crane men who worked 
in those stock yards during the Plan Year 1936-37 were rep¬ 
resented by the same representatives who represented the 
stock yards? 

^Ir. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, because 
there has been no testimony about crane men working in 
those stock yards in 1936 and 7. 

Mr. Shawe: I just said—he just said three worked. 

Mr. Broun: He used the present tense on who was work- 
ing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were there any crane men working 
in those stock yards during the Plan Year ’36 and ’37? A. 
There were. 

13873 Q. Now, what I want to know is, Mr. Horning, 
whether the representative under the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation who represented the stock yards 
also represented the crane men who worked in those stock 
yards? A. He did. 

Q. Now, Mr. Homing, I believe you told us that you 
took notes or minutes of some standing committee during 
the Plan Year 1936 and 7, is that correct? A. As Secretary 
of No. 2 Standing Committee, yes, sir. 

Q. And 5 ’ou took the notes or minutes? A. That’s right. 

Q. For that committee? A. That’s right. 

Q. How long did those meetings usually last, Mr. Horn¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me it is not 
quite clear what meetings he refers to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are talking about one set 
of meetings, the meetings of the Standing Committee. 

Mr. Broun: The word “meetings” hasn’t been used, 
we are talking about the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: What was the question, Mr. Shawe? 

Trial Examnier Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

13874 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long did the meetings of 
the No. 2 Standing Committee last during the Plan 

year ’36 and ’7 when you were secretary? 
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^Fr. Broun: Xow, ^fr. Examiner, I think there is testi¬ 
mony that there were several meetings and there is no 
testimony that each meeting lasted the same length of 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ITe niay answer. 

The Witness: I don’t know anything about No. 1 Com¬ 
mittee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the question, Mr. Horning, 
was No. 2. 

The Witness: Well, it said - and 2, if I recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Put the question again. Listen, 
I>lease, Mr, Homing. 

The Witness: T did listen. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Shawe) During the Plan year 1936 and ’7, 
can you tell me approximately how long the meetings of 
the No. 2 Standing Committee lasted? 

Mr. Broun: Same objection, of course, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Tlie Witness: There was no set time. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Approximately how long did they 
last? 

Mr. Broun: "Mr. Examiner, it does seem to me— 
13875 The Witness: One or two hours, I might say. 

Mr. Shawe: Did you take part in any discussions 
in these meetings ? 

The Witness: I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You represented the General Body 
in these meetings, is that correct? A. I represented what? 

]\rr. Shawe: Strike that last question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Were you representing the men at 
these meetings while you were taking the minutes? 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, -what men? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What men do you mean? 

Sustained. 

Q. (By 'Mr, Shawe) Well, who did you represent at 
these Standing Committee meetings? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to that, let’s 
find out first if he represented anybody at the meetings. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you represent anyone at 
the meetings, Mr. Homing? 

The Witness: I was elected representative of the In¬ 
spection Department, I was in there in their behalf. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

^Ir. Shawe: I didn’t get the last answer, Mr. Reporter. 

13S76 (The reporter repeated the last answer as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And did you represent them at these 
meetings? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, now— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has just answered, he 
said he was there in their behalf. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, were you able to represent the 
men while you were taking the minutes? 

Mr. Broun: That is a perfectly frivolous question. 

The Witness: Yes, I was able. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You think you did a good job, don’t 

vou? 

* 

The Witness: I wouldn’t say it was exceptional, it was 
a fairly good job. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain the objection. 
Mr. Broun: I move the answer be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It automatically goes out, as 
we have said before. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, Mr. Homing, do you recall on 
Friday that you told me that you took this book back to 
Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Broun: Novr, Mr. Examiner, -what book are we talk¬ 
ing about? 

13877 Mr. Shawe: If Mr. Broun will wait till I finish 
my question, maybe he will find out. 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Shawe paused, very definitely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, state the 
question again. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Homing, do you recall on Fri¬ 
day speaking about the minutes of the No. 2 Standing 
Committee which you took? You wrote them in a book, 
T believe you said, you got it from Mr. Roberts and at the 
end of each meeting you took the book back to Mr. Roberts 
because that was where you got the book; do you recall tell¬ 
ing me that, in substance? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now I also asked you, or Mr. Broun, I believe asked 
you, where you got the first book in which you took these 
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minutes, and you told us that you got it from Mr. Williams, 
is that correct? A. That's right. 

Q. Now, what did you do with the minutes and notes that 
you put in that first book that you got from Mr. Williams? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that assumes a state 
of facts not in evidence, because it assumes that there were 
two books and I very clearly recall that the witness testified 
it was the same book. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, it couldn't be the same book, 

13878 "Mr. Examiner, because he said he got one book from 

Mr. Williams, and he later told me he got a book 
from Mr. Roberts. 

Mr. Broun: Not at all, he said he first got the book from 
Mr. Williams. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He didn’t say it was a different 
book, that is, that he got from 'Mr. Roberts, the testimony 
is perfectly clear, as I understand it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Then is it your testimony that the 
book that you got from ^Ir. Williams in which you put the 
minutes or notes, you took that book back to Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, if the 

13879 counsel for the Labor Board wants to ask questions 
on cross-examination, all right, let’s not ask the wit¬ 
ness what his testimony was, we can read the record for 
that. Furthermore, the question is objectionable because 
he says, “Took the book back to Mr. Roberts.” 

Now, he got it from Mr, Williams, as I understand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, all this has been 
gone over once. 

Mr. Broun: I believe there was an answer of some sort 
which perhaps wasn’t complete. May we have that 
stricken? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken, if there 
was one. 

Q. (By ^fr. Shawe) Well, Mr. Homing, can you tell me 
■why you took the book that you got from Mr. Williams in 
which you wrote the notes of the Standing Committee, why 
you took that book to Mr. Roberts? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, counsel for the Board 
has just asked the witness a moment ago whether it wasn’t 
true that he said he took that book to Mr. Roberts because 
he had gotten it there, I assume on other occasions, and I 
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think that was the testimony before and now he asked 

13880 him, well, can he tell him why. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, this is a different 
question entirely, this question apparently is designed to 
meet your objections. Do you understand the question, 
Mr. Horning? 

The Witness: Yes, I think I understand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, would you answer it, 
please ? 

The Witness: After I was through with the minutes, it 
was my first year as secretary, my first time as secretary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: First time as secretary? 

The Witness: That’s right. There were other men, an¬ 
other man on the committee, and I asked him what I would 
do with the minutes and he told me I could turn them over 
to ^fr. Roberts for keeping. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Wlio told you that? A. I think 
one Alec Amann. 

Q. Who was Alec Amann at that time? A. A member of 
No. 2 Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any further ques¬ 
tions, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall, Mr. Homing, whether 
or not there was a General Body meeting held on 

13881 September 29, 1937? A. I am not postive of it, no. 

Q. Now, I show you Board’s Exhibit No. 10, and 
ask you to tell us if that will refresh your memory as to 
whether there was a General Body meeting on September 
29,1937. 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10 was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. There was. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you please read back 
there ? 

(The reporter repeated the question and answer as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Homing, can you tell me, in 
substance, of course I don’t expect you to remember the 
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entire motion, the various motions that were made at that 
General Body meeting? A. I can’t recall any, Mr. Shawe. 

Q. You can’t recall any of them? A. No. 

Q. All riglit, let’s take the General Body meeting which 
was held on October 28th, can you give me the names of 
tlie motions that were made at the General Body meeting 
held on October 28th? 

138S2 ^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you attend a General Body 
meeting held on October 28th? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, it assumes 
a state of facts not in evidence and here is counsel for the 
Board saying, “Did you attend.’^ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Shawe) Do you recall whether or not there 
was a General Body meeting held on October 28, 1937? A. 
There was. 

Q. Well, can you tell me, in substance, the various mo¬ 
tions that were made at the General Body meeting held on 
October 28th? A. I can’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I didn’t hear what you said, 
may I have the statement read back? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just asked what was the 
answer. 

Mr. Broun: Oh. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, let’s take all the meet- 
13883 ings that you attended during the Plan Year 1936 
and 7; can you take any one of those meetings that 
you attended and give me the motions that were made at 
thai. meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to that ques¬ 
tion, it is so mixed up that it is hardly intelligible in the 
first place. In the second place, it doesn’t show what sort 
of meetings is referred to. 

A man may be a member of the Shriners, or any sort of 
an organization and attend any meetings. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: We are not talking about the 
Shrine, ^Ir. Broun, we arc talking about the Employees’ 
Plan of Representation. 

Mr. Broun: There is no indication in that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t let’s be childish about 
this thing, we are asking the man questions who has testi¬ 
fied about meetings under a Plan and whv vou should sud- 
denly assume any counsel in the proceedings would ask 
him questions about something else when he talks about 
meetings— 

You go back to your direct examination, you will find 
that you consistently referred to meetings, every one un¬ 
derstood what vou meant. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, will you please have that 
question read back, I think it is objectionable, regard¬ 
less. 

13S84 Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is objec¬ 
tionable as stated, but not on the grounds that you 
indicate there. I am sure you don’t really mean that. Re¬ 
phrase the question, Mr. Shawe, it is not clear. 

Q. (By Air. Shawe) Mr. Horning, do you recall how 
many meetings the General Body you attended during the 
Plan Year of 1937 and 8? A. Do I recall how many that I 
attended? 

Q. Yes. A. All but one. 

Q. Do you recall how many meetings of the General Body 
you attended during the Plan year of ’36 and 7? A. The 
question, please—T attended all of them. 

Q. Now, will you take any one meeting of the General 
Body that was held during the Plan Year 1936 and 7, and 
give me the various motions that was made at that parti¬ 
cular meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t believe that ties up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: You want all the motions? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Yes, sir. A. Good Lord, Mr, Shawe, 
in a meeting like that there was dozens of motions 
13885 concerning everything and anything, anything and 
everything. 

Q. Well, can you give me all of those motions that were 
made at those meetings? 

'Mr. Broun: What does counsel for the Board— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you talking of meeting or 
meetings? 

Mr. Shawe: I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Could you give me the various mo¬ 
tions that was made at a particular meeting? A. I can’t. 
The motions I was primarily interested in was the ones 
where we benefited, like wages. I remember them, I re¬ 
member the ones that would stick. 

Q. You don’t remember the others, is that correct? A. 
That is ver\’. correct. 

Q. You gave some testimony in your direct examination 
about the Wagner Act, do you know when it went into 
effect ? 

Mr. Broun; Now, Mr. Examiner, that is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: All right, I withdraw the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that ques¬ 
tion, Mr. Homing? 

The Witness: April or May. 

Q. (Bv Mr. Shawe) April or Mav of what vear? 
13886 A. 1937.' 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think we might save time 
if you give me just about a minute to go over my notes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a recess here and 
give you time to go over your notes. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, referring to the meet¬ 
ing of the No. 2 Joint Committee, which was held March 1, 
1037, in answer to one of Mr. Shawe’s questions on cross- 
examination, you said something to the effect that Mr. 
Ellicott had stated that the company would go along or was 
willing to grant a 5-1/2 cent per hour increase; was that 
statement made in the forepart of the meeting of that Joint 
Committee ? A. I think it was. 

Q. Was anything else said at that committee meeting with 
respect to the amount of increase, later in the meeting? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that ques¬ 
tion! 

13887 The "Witness: Well, at the meeting, after a dis¬ 
cussion among the men of the No. 2 Standing Com¬ 
mittee, we decided that five and a half cents wasn’t enough 
and we left the meeting with the understanding that'we 
wanted ten cents an hour for common labor and not less 
than seven and a half cents an hour for all other classes 
of labor. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That was the meeting at which there 
was a recess pursuant to the call of the chairman and then 
you came back later! A. That’s correct. 

Q. And at that later session, were any further statements 
made by representatives of the management about a rate 
of increase! A. The management said that the ten cents 
an liour for common labor and seven and a half cents had 
been considered and they were willing to go along on that 
basis. 

Q. Mr. Homing, I show you a copy of the National Labor 
Relations Act, and call your attention to the last page of 
the Act which is numbered 27 in the booklet that I show 
you, wliich is a copy of the Rules and Regulations of the 
Labor Board and to the last line on that page, and ask you 
whether that refreshes your recollection as to the 

13888 date that the National Labor Relations Act was 
passed and became effective. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

(Thereupon, a document was passed to the witness.) 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, may I make a state¬ 
ment without violating your rule! There is no testimony 
here that this man’s recollection failed him. 

The Witness: July 5, 1935. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Mr. Shawe asked you a question, Mr. 
Horning, in which you used the expression ^*The Wagner 
Act,” Did you understand him to be referring then to 
the National Labor Relations Act or not! A. I 

13889 thought he was talking about the National Relations 
Labor Board. 

Q. You thought he was! A. Yes. 

Q. Now you, in answer to one of Mr. Shawe’s questions 
stated something about the Wagner Act, from wliich I un- 
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derstand that you understood him to mean the National 
Labor Relations Act having become effective, or something 
having happened with respect to it in 1937. Now you have 
told me that the Act was effective July 5th, 1935; was 
there anything else that you were referring to in ’37 in 
respect to the Act? A. I was talking about the decision, 
I thought he meant the decision handed down against— 

Q. The decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States? A. That’s right. 

^Ir. Shawe: Oh, Mr. Examiner, why don’t we let the 
witness tell us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Homing, finish 
your answer. 

The Witness: I have just forgotten who the decision 
was handed down against, but— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you can tell us who the 
decision was handed down in favor of, that is if you 

13890 can’t give it one way perhaps you can remember the 
other way. 

The Witness: Handed down in favor of the National 
Relations Labor Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Mr. Homing, I think you have 
used that expression several times, it is the National Labor 
Relations Board. You have got the second and third words 
inverted, if you don’t mind my calling your attention to it. 
The Witness: What was that again ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: National Labor Relations 
Board. 

Mr. Broun: flight the name of the person against whom 
the decision went, as you expressed it, or the corporation, 
have been Jones & Laughlin? 

The Witness: I think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you get the answer, Mr. 
Broun? 

Mr. Broun: He said he thought so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember, Mr. Homing, at 
what hour the meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee was 
called to order on March 1, ’37, 1937? A. The first meet¬ 
ing in March ? 

13891 Q. Yes, the first session. A. I just don’t remem¬ 
ber the hour, but it was in the morning. 
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Q. Do you remember whether or not Mr. Evans, S, D. 
Evans was present, as well as Mr. Ellicott? A. He was. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not they came to the 
meeting at the same time? A. I think they did. 

Q. Do you remember at what hour they came to the meet¬ 
ing? A. It was right after the meeting was called to order. 

Q. I show you, Mr. Homing, Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A 
for Identification, and ask you to look at it and tell me 
whether or not it refreshes your recollection as to the hour 
at which the meeting was called to order? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A was passed to witness.) 

A. The meeting was called to order at 10 A. M. 

Q. And does it refresh your recollection as to the hour 
at which Messrs. Evans and Ellicott entered the meeting? 
A. They entered at 10:05 A. M. 

13892 Q. Mr. Homing, can you tell me whether or not 
at that meeting on March 1, 1937 of the No. 2 Joint 

Committee, Mr. Ellicott explained the reason for the ap¬ 
pearance of a newspaper article on Sunday preceding, which 
article stated that the matter of a general wage increase 
was being discussed with the employees of the various 
plants? A. The reason for the article appearing in the 
paper? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, Mr. Parsont. 

Mr. Broun: Let me phrase the question again, please, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Mr. Horning, can you tell me 
whether or not at the meeting which we are talking about, 
Mr. Ellicott explained the reason for a newspaper article 
on Sunday, for the meeting, which article stated that the 
matter of a general wage increase was being discussed with 
the employees of the various plants? A. I think he made 
some statement about that, but I do not recall what it was. 

Q. I show you again Respondents’ Exhibit No. 175-A for 
Identification, and ask you whether or not that refreshes 
your recollection as to whether Mr. Ellicott made a state¬ 
ment such as I asked—what I am interested in, Mr. Hom¬ 
ing, is whether or not Mr. Ellicott made the state- 

13893 ment such as I have asked you whether he made ? A. 
He did. 

Q. Do you know whether he further stated that .the com¬ 
pany was ready to consider a general wage increase of not 
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less than that granted in November of the preceding year, 
1936, or five and one-half cents per hour? A. He did. 

Q. Did ^Ir. Ellicott, at the meeting of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee on March 1, 1937, explain that the company 
was anxious to meet the provisions of the Walsh-Healy Act 
in order to share in government business, and was there¬ 
fore proposing that the overtime plan be changed so that 
overtime be changed for all time worked in excess of eight 
hours per dav or in excess of fortv hours a week? A. He 
did. 

Q. Did he further state that salaries would be adjusted 
in proportion with the wage adjustment ? A. He did. 

Q. Did ^Ir. Ellicott at that same meeting state that he 
would suggest that the committee—that is, the Joint Com¬ 
mittee, discuss the matter very thoroughly and, after the 
Tuatter had been thoroughly discussed, adjourn the meeting 
to later, so the members of the committee would 
13894 have some time to think the matter over? A, I don’t 
think there was a thing said about adjournment. He 
did tell us to discuss it very thoroughly among ourselves. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the answer, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

M r. Broun: I did not get it. 

(The reporter again repeated the last answer as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did the reporter read it back 
exactly as you said it? I was under the impression that 
you said he did not say anything about adjournment, and 
the reporter read it back nothing was said about adjourn¬ 
ment. 

The Witness: There was nothing said about the adjourn¬ 
ment by him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. I wanted to be 
sure. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the last statement, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Broim) By him, you mean Mr, Blli- 

13895 cottf A. I don’t think Mr. Ellicott said anything 
about adjournment. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr, Jones, can you hear the 
witness all right? 

Mr. Jones; Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you again, Mr. Horning, Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit No. 175-A for Identification, and ask 
you to look at that and see if it refreshes your recollection 
as to whether or not Mr. Ellicott made a statement such as 
the one that I have asked you whether he made? A. He 
did make the statement. 

Q. What is that? A. He did make the statement. 

Q. Your recollection was faulty then? A. That is right. 

^Ir. Shawe; May we have the record show what state¬ 
ment ^Ir. Horning and Mr. Broun were referring to? 

Mr. Broun: Let the reporter read it. Will you read it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oo ahead. I am not going to 
stop it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember whether or not 
Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott stayed throughout the 

13896 entire meetii^? A. They left after telling us about 
the increase. 

Q. Do you remember what hour they left or retired from 
the meeting? A. Not exactly; no. 

Q. I show you again Respondents’ Exhibit No. 175-A for 
Identification and ask you to look at that and tell me 
whether it refreshes your recollection as to the time Mr. 
Evans and Mr. Ellicott retired from the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whsit was the last answer, 
please, Mr. Parsont? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Horning, as a great favor 
to all of us, please keep your voice up. 

The Witness: They left the meeting at 10:35 A. M. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you very much. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And I am sure everyone joins 
with me. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, off the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 
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(Thereupon a discussion was held oS the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

13897 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is it a fact, Mr, Horning, that 
the members of the committee at that time, March 1, 1937, 
the Joint Committee, No. 2, were Alex Amann, yourself, 
Foster Jones, and Nelson Keller, and Michael Bernoskif 
A. That is right. 

Q. The employees’ representatives? A. The employees’ 
representatives. 

Q. Now, do you remember whether or not Mr. Bernoski 
was present at the meeting? A. No. I don’t think Mike 
was there that day. I believe there was a substitute for 
Mike. 

Q. Do you remember the substitute’s name? A. Off¬ 
hand, no. 

Q. By substitute, you mean an alternate for the commit¬ 
tee man? A. An alternate for the No. 2 committee—that 
is right. 

Q. AVere all the other employees’ representatives mem¬ 
bers of the committee present at that meeting? A. They 
were. • 

Q. I show you Hespondents’ Exhibit No. 175-A for Iden¬ 
tification and ask you whether or not it refreshes your 
recollection as to who the alternate was who was 
13S08 present in Mr. Bernoski’s place, as you recall it? A. 
Edgar C. Darr. 

Afr. Shawe: May I have the previous question and an¬ 
swer read back? 

(The reporter repeated the previous question and an¬ 
swer as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, you testified, I think, in 
answer to one of my questions last Friday, as to who the 
management’s regular representatives, members of the No. 
2 Joint Committee, were at the meeting of March 1, 1937. 
Is my recollection correct that they were F. E. Howells, 
F. R. Coulson, R. Kent, R. E. Penrod, and H, E. Trout? 
A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say H. E.? 

The AVitness: That’s right. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember whether there 
v/ere any other employees’ representatives besides the four 
regular members of the committee and the alternate, pres¬ 
ent at the meeting on March 1? A. I am not positive of the 
statement, but I think the chairman of the General Body 
and the secretaiy^ were there when Mr. Evans and Mr. Elli- 
cott were in the room. 

Q. My question read only to employees’ represent- 

13899 atives—will you read it back, Mr. Reporter, so we 
will get it clear, the answer of the witness? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set forth 
as follows: 

“A. I am not positive of the statement, but I think the 
chairman of the General Body and the secretary were there. 
Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott were in the room.'”) 

The Witness: When Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans were 
in the room. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 175-A for Identification, and ask you to look at that 
and tell me whether or not you can state more positively 
than you have whether or not the chairman and secretary 
of the General Body were present? A. They were present 
at the General Body. 

13900 Q. MTiat is that? A. They were present at the 
General Body, the chairman and the secretary. 

Q. You mean, they were present at the meeting? A. At 
the meeting. 

Q. W'hich was a meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What were the names? A, Clare H. Williams and 
John Dudash. 

Q. Which was which ? A. Clare Williams was chairman of 
the General Body and John Dudash was secretary. 

Q. How do you spell Dudash? A. D-u-d-a-s-h. 

Q. Clare is C-l-a-r-e? A. That’s right. 

Q. Had they been invited to attend the meeting, or were 
they there as a matter of right? A. Th.ey were invited to 
attend the meeting. 

Q. At that meeting, the No. 2 Joint Committee on March 
1, 1937, did Mr. Howells state that he felt that was a very 
important question, referring to Mr. Ellicott’s statement 
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with respect to the Walsh-Healy Act, and to his sugges¬ 
tion that the committee discuss the matter thoroughly, and 
that the committee should take sufficient time to con- 

13901 sider it—the question—properly? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you at that meeting state that at the last 
General Body meeting the representatives had asked for 
a ten cent per hour increase, and that you felt that that was 
what they wanted? A. I did. 

Q. Did Representative Keller state that he believed that 
a straight increase per hour would be more desirable to 
the men than a percentage increase ? A. I think he did. 

Q. I show you again Respondents^ Exhibit No. 175-A for 
Identification, and ask you to look at it and see if that re¬ 
freshes your recollection so that you can state more posi- 
tivelv. A. He did. 

Q. The substance of what Mr. Keller said— A. He did. 

Q. You mean, he did state what I asked you, whether he 
said. A. He did. 

Q. Is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. Horning, after Mr. Keller had made that state¬ 
ment, do you remember what took place at the meet- 

13902 ing immediately after? A. No, I cannot recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Haven’t you gone all over 
this once on direct examination? 

Mr. Broun: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you sure? 

Mr. Broun: Not in this detail. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, wait a minute. You have 
gone over this meeting, as I understand it. I do not see 
any necessity for just repeating the same ground over 
and over again. 

Mr. Broun: No, sir. I don’t think that I have. The 
matter has been gone into further on the Board’s cross- 
examination, and it seems to me that I have a right to clear 
it up. 

^fr. Shawe: There is nothing to be cleared up, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I only went into the meeting that Mr. Broun went 
into, on direct examination. I only wanted to show other 
statements made at the meeting. Mr. Broun only presented 
one side of the story, and I presented the entire picture. I 
only filled in the gaps that Mr. Broun left out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, have you any ob¬ 
jection— 
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Mr, Jones: I have no objection. 

13903 Trial Examiner Bloom: (continuing) —to the 
procedure being followed? 

Mr. Jones: I think it should go in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The questions— 

Mr. Jones: Certainly, They were just offered for iden¬ 
tification, and you woidd not allow us to go into them at 
all, as I recall, on direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: To go into what? 

Mr. Jones: Into the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not receive the minutes 
in evidence. 

Mr. Jones: That is right, and you would not allow us to 
go into the substance of them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, into the minutes? 
Mr. Jones: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: Just as Mr. Shawe, on cross-examination, 
was asking questions about the meetings, and what took 
place, I am asking questions now, and it seems to me be¬ 
cause he went into it on cross-examination, it is proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is just a question of whether 
Mr. Jones approved the procedure at this time—Shaving got¬ 
ten used to it—^but my question to you, Mr. Broun, is 
whether or not you did not cover the meeting. 

13904 Mr. Broun: No, sir. I do not think, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, in the light of what has gone on since, I can 

say I have covered it thoroughly. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Would you read, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter, the last question and answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you, Mr. Homing, Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 175-A for Identification, and ask you if 
that refreshes your recollection as to what did next happen? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. There was a general discussion of wages by the com¬ 
mittee, the overtime, Walsh-Healy Act, and ever^hing that 
concerned the raise. 

13905 Q. Mr. Homing, I am not interested in what took 
place from then on in the meeting, but just the next 
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subject of discussion, or the nest thing that was said or 
done after Mr. Keller’s statement. A. We discussed the 
40-hour week. 

Q, Do you remember in any more detail what took place? 
A. Well, we discussed— 

Q. Examine the document, if you will, to refresh your 
recollection, if you can— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: Well, we discussed the 40-hour week and 
there was quite a bit of talk about more or less of a reduc¬ 
tion, because they were reducing the hours at that time to 
forty hours. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I do not think that 
last answer was clear. The witness said there was some 
discussion of a reduction. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) A reduction of what, Mr. Homing? 
A. Reduction in time. 

Q. The hours the men would work, you mean? A. The 
hours the men would work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There was no discussion 
13906 about a reduction in hourly pay? I understood your 
answer meant a reduction in pay, or was it merely 
a question of reduction in hours? 

The Witness: No; just brought out the fact that re¬ 
duction in hours would also bring a reduction to our pay. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, to the aggregate pay, 
but not to the hourly pay? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did that take place before the com¬ 
mittee recessed or broke up, as you have described—that 
discussion with reference to possible reduction in hours? 
A. It did. 

Q. Before the committee broke up, and before any motion 
for adjournment or recess was made, do you remember 
what further discussion, if any, took place; or what further 
was done at the committee meeting? A. We discussed the 
hours, wages, and— 

Q. Well, I will show you again Respondents’ Exhibt No. 
175-A for Identification and ask you to examine that, and 
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also show you Respondents’ Exhibit 175-B for Iden¬ 
tification and ask you to likewise examine that, and 

13907 ask you if that refreshes your recollection as to what 
took place after the discussion you have referred to 

about hours, and up until the time of recess, if any, any 
more specifically than you have already done so? A. Well, 
the committee discussed the importance of being able to 
get in line to take in some of the government work that 
was being handed out at that time. I think, after that we 
adjourned. 

Q. You do not think there was any further discussion that 
might have taken place? A. No further discussion. 

Q. Do you know whether a motion was made for the ad¬ 
journment, if that is what it was, at that time? A. There 
was. 

Q. Who made it, do you know? A. I am not positive of 
who made the motion. 

Q. You are not positive? A. I think, Representative Kel¬ 
ler made the motion. 

Q. Was the motion seconded? A. It was. 

Q. Do you know who seconded it ? A. I cannot say I do. 
Q. Do you know at what hour the meeting broke up, as 
yon have said? A. Some time after eleven o’clock. 

13908 Q. I believe you told me, on my examination on 
Friday, that the meeting broke up subject to the 

call of the chair; is that right? A. It did. 

Q. Was any time suggested for the meeting to get to¬ 
gether again ? A. The following day. 

Q. Do you remember at what hour, if any was set? A. 
I do not recall the hour; no. 

Q. Now, I show you again, Mr, Homing, Respondents’ 
Exhibit No. 175-B for Identification, and ask you if you 
can tell me more specifically who made the motion to ad¬ 
journ, who seconded it, what hour the meeting broke up and 
at what hour it was suggested it get together again? A. 
The motion was made by Representative Keller, seconded 
by Representative Homing— 

Q. That is, you? A. That is me. The meeting adjourned 
at eleven-fifty a. m., to meet again at the call of the chair¬ 
man at nine-fifty a. m. on March 2, 1937. 

Q. That was the next day? A. That is right. 

Q. Well, did it meet again at that time? You told 

13909 us, I thought, it met on the same day? A. That is 
correct. 
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Q. So it met again on the 1st of March? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Do you remember the hour? A. Six o’clock. 

Q. P. M. A. Six P. M., March 1st. 

Q. And the meeting was called to order, I assume? A. 
It was. 

Q. By whom? A. Chairman Trout. 

Q. Now, you told us, I think, that Mr. Ellicott was there 
at that time. Was anyone else there? Was Mr. Evans 
there again? A. He was. 

Q. Were they invited in again or not? A. They were. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott state at that time, after he came into 
the meeting, that he had a new proposal to make at that 
time, which was the reason for calling the meeting earlier 
than had been expected? A. He did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Isn’t it customary to find out 
first if the witness knows, before leading questions are 
put? 

13910 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, we already had the 
witness state this conversation, or statement of Mr. 
Ellicott, in the substance of my present question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, on direct examina¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Broun: On direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Then why go over it again? 

Mr. Broun: I am going over it to clear it up, and get 
it more specifically. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the purpose of the 
direct examination, if it was not to get it in accurately or 
clearly the first time? 

Mr. Broun: I think, Mr. Examiner, it was gotten in ac¬ 
curately, perhaps in substance, but since the Labor Board 
on cross-examination went into it in greater detail, it seems 
to me, as I have said, I have the right to clear it up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It seems to me an awful waste 
of time, the same meetings over and over again, particu¬ 
larly when no questions were asked— 

Mr. Broun: I think I am under obligation to get the 
matter cleared up entirely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. But, please do not 
make a practice of it. 
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Mr. Broun: I hope it may not be necessary to do 

13911 it, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, did Mr. Ellicott 
describe the new proposal in words and substance, as fol¬ 
lows: 

A general wage increase of ten cents per hour for com¬ 
mon labor, and adjustments above common labor which, in 
any case, would be less than seven and one-half cents per 
hour, time and a half to be fixed for time worked over eight 
hours in one day and over forty hours in one week—Mr. 
E-eporter, go back a little. Time and a half to be paid for 
time worked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I still say if you are 
going to go into the meetings, let us find out what the wit¬ 
ness really knows about it first. If, on direct examination, 
you feel that you did not go into it as thoroughly as you 
might have, and now feel you want to go into it fully, let 
us first find out what the ^vitness knows. 

Mr. Broun: All right, strike it, please, Mr. Reporter, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Because it will be very diffi¬ 
cult to- find out if the witness really knows these things. 
First find out what he knows. 

Mr. Broun: All right. I will "withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After Mr. Ellicott stated he 

13912 had a ne-w proposition to make, as you just testified, 
do you recall whether or not he described the pro¬ 
posal? A. He did. 

Q. Do you know whether or not, in describing the pro¬ 
posal, or do you recall whether or not in describing the 
proposal, he said that it was the general wage increase— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not ask him what the pro¬ 
posal was, then we wfiU really know what the witness knows. 
Then, if he does not recall, you can refresh him. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember, Mr. Horning, 
how Mr. Ellicott described the proposal, the substance of 
what he said? A. He said that they were willing to go 
along with a raise of ten cents an hour for common labor 
and seven and one-half cents an hour adjustments with 
other classes of labor. 
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Q. Was it to be seven and one-half cents exactly for each? 
A. Not less than seven and one-half cents for all other 
classes. It could be more, but not less. 

The company would pay time and a half time for all time 
worked over eight hours, and time and a half time for all 
time worked in excess of forty hours. 

Q. The eight hours was in what period of time? 

13913 A. Twenty-four honrs. 

Q. And the forty hours referred to what? A. One 

week. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott state when the company was willing 
to make the changes effective? A. The change was to be 
made effective March 16th. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q* Had any other date been originally proposed by him? 
A. At the first meeting, April first had been the date. 

Q. April 1, 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Was any statement made with respect to adjustment 
of salaries in relation to the wage adjustment, by Mr. Elli¬ 
cott, of course? A. I think there was. Mr. Ellicott made 
a statement that the salaries would be adjusted with the 
hours. 

Q. In other words, on a comparable basis with wages? 
A. That is right. 

13914 Q. Did Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott stay for all of 
that meeting? A. No. 

Q. Or all of that part of the meeting? A. Mr. Ellicott 
just stayed long enough to give us his proposition, as I re¬ 
member, and he left the meeting. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans leave with him? A. He did. 

Q. AVere any questions asked Mr. Ellicott after he made 
the proposal? A. I think there were several. 

Q. Did he answer them? A. He did, 

Q. After Mr. Evans and Mr, Ellicott had left the meet¬ 
ing, do you remember whether there was any further dis¬ 
cussion? A. We had a discussion, yes. We all seemed to 
be inclined to think of it a nice raise, and we were all ready 
to go along with it. 

Q. Do you remember whether Representative Keller said 
anything in particular? A. I do not just recall what Mr. 
Keller said. 
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Q. Do you know whether or not Representative Keller 
stated that the proposition as outlined sounded very good, 
and he was especially pleased that the lower rated 

13915 men were given extra consideration? A. He did. 

Q, Was any motion made with respect to the pro¬ 
posal? A. There was. 

Q. Do you remember who made it ? A. I do not recall; no. 
Q. Was it seconded? A. It was. 

Q. Do you remember who seconded it? A. I do not re¬ 
call that either. 

Q. What was the effect of the motion? What was the 
motion for? A. To accept the raise. 

Q. To accept the proposal, in other words? A, To accept 
the proposal. 

Q. That included the vrage increase and the overtime 
plan, I believe, you told us ? A. It did. 

Q. Was there any amendment to the motion suggested or 
made? A. I do not recall. 

Q. I show you, Mr. Horning, again Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 175-B, and ask you to tell me whether after looking at 
that your recollection is refreshed as to who made the mo¬ 
tion, who seconded the motion, whether any amend- 

13916 nient was suggested, and if so, to what effect. 

That question was rather long. Let us break it 

down. 

First, do you remember who made the motion? A. Rep¬ 
resentative Jones. It was seconded by Representative 
ATnann. 

Q. Was any amendment suggested? A. An amendment 
was suggested by Mr. Keller. 

Q. Representative Keller, the same man we talked about 
before? A. Yes. 

Q. And what was that suggested amendment? A. That 
Sunday work be eliminated wherever possible, 

Q. Was any second made to the suggested amendment 
to the motion? A. Yes, sir. 

Q, Do you remember who did that? A. I think. Represen¬ 
tative Jones. 

Q. And was a vote taken on the amended motion? A. 
There was. 

Q. There was, you say? A. Yes. 

Q. Was it passed? A. Unanimously. 
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Q. Passed unanimously? A. Yes, sir. 

13917 Q. Do you remember whether or not there was any 
further business transacted after that at the meet¬ 
ing? A. I think we adjourned after that. 

Q. Was a motion made for adjournment? A. There was. 

Q. Do you remember who made the motion? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you remember who seconded it? A. No. 

Q. Was the motion passed? A. It was. 

Q. And the meeting adjourned? A. It was. 

Q. Do you remember what hour the meeting adjourned? 
A. Offhand, no. I cannot recall. 

Q. I show you Eespondents’ Exhibit No. 175-B for Iden¬ 
tification, Respondents’ exhibit, and ask you if, after look¬ 
ing at that, you can tell me whether your recollection is re¬ 
freshed as to who made the motion to adjourn, and who 
seconded the motion to adjourn and when the meeting ad¬ 
journed? A. The motion by Mr. Howells, seconded by Rep¬ 
resentative Keller, and the meeting adjourned at 6:20 p. m, 
Q. That is, March 1, 1937? A. That’s I'ight. 

13918 Q* ^ that meeting—correct me if I am wrong— 
a meeting of a special meeting? A. It was. 

Q. Of the No. 2 Joint Committee, wages and so forth? 

A. It was. 

Q. Under the Plan of Employees’ Representation of the 
Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. It 
was. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Jones handed me some 
time ago Respondents’ Exhibit No. 175-A for Identifica¬ 
tion, and Respondents’ Exhibit No. 175-B for Identifica¬ 
tion. I now renew my offer of Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A 
for Identification, and Respondents’ Exhibit 175-B for 
Identification, as Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A and 175-B 
in evidence, respectively, on the grounds which I have here¬ 
tofore stated; and on the further ground that counsel for 
the Labor Board, in asking for the exhibits this morning, 
asked for the minutes of the meeting of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee held March 1, 1937, and on the ground that it 
now appears from the testimony of the witness, all the 
statements in those minutes are accurate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands. 

Any further questions, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Just a second, sir. I think so. 
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13919 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, were you paid 
by Bethlehem Steel Company for the time which you 

spent at the meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee, held 
March 1, 1937? A. I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Weren't there two meetings? 
Mr. Broun: I understand, Mr. Examiner, there was one 
meeting which was recessed and adjourned, and met again 
pursuant to call earlier than was first anticipated. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is not that correct, Mr. Horning? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Were you influenced in any way, in any action you took 
at the meeting of the No. 2 Joint Committee, held March 
1, 1937, or in anything you said at that meeting, by the 
fact that you were paid by Bethieheni Steel Company? A. 
I was not. 

Q. For the time you spent at that meeting— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that question on the ground that 
it calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might 1 have a chance to 
argue that matter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not think any discussion 
is necessary. 

13920 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, did you do or 
say anything at that meeting on March 1, 1937 of the 

No. 2 Joint Committee because of the fact that you were 
paid by Bethlehem Steel Company for the time which you 
spent at the meeting? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner, on 
the ground that it calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: No argument, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I say, the only time I think 
you need argument is when the question asked presents 
doubtful elements, and I do not think this particular ques¬ 
tion does. So far as preserving your record on it, you 
have stated the question. I don’t know what more can 
be said. 

Mr. Broun: As I understand it, you deny my right to 
state my reason as to why the question is a proper one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. I do not think it is nec¬ 
essary. 
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13921 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, were you, in 
anything which you did as an Employees’ represen¬ 
tative in 1936-37 or 1937-38, interfered with by any one 
who you know or thought was a representative of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company or was acting in a supervisory capacity 
for that company? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just a moment. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question on the ground that 
it calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is certainly not redirect 
examination, in any event, Mr. Broun. Now, this man has 
been examined, he has been cross-examined, and I am not 
going to start in all over again with direct examination. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, I would like permis¬ 
sion to ask only a ver\' few questions, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How many questions? 

Mr. Broun: I should say approximately six, certainly 
not more. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, in that event— 

Mr. Broun: Conceivably three or four. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In that event, you may pro¬ 
ceed. 

Mr. Shawe: What was your ruling on the last question, 
Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, let’s take the specific ques¬ 
tion itself. 

13922 Mr. Broun: Would you read it, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There was an objection. Be¬ 
fore I rule on that, Mr. Broun, do you want to say any¬ 
thing, briefly? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, I mean, just state 
your reasons briefly. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, that since 
the statute which sets up as an unfair labor practice, or 
as a violation of law, interference by an employer with 
the exercise by employees of the rights guaranteed in Sec¬ 
tion 7, which of course it is unnecessary for me to restate, 
the fact of whether or not an employee was interfered with 
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in the exercise of those rights is necessarily a question 
which can only be answered by the particular employee, 
and that it is a matter of state of mind and it, as you know, 
has often been said, that a state of mind is as much a fact 
as a state of digestion and that it is an entirely competent 
question to the witness now on the stand to ask him whether 
or not, as I have, he was interfered with. 

The question of whether or not he was interfered 

13923 with is a fact. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, but that is a fact to 
be drawn from all the circumstances involved in these pro¬ 
ceedings and not from the mental attitude of this particu¬ 
lar witness, that is one of the issues in this entire pro¬ 
ceedings, and that will call for a conclusion on the part of 
this witness which is a question to be determined by these 
proceedings. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— 

Mr. Sha-we: From all the testimony adduced by these 
proceedings. 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: That goes to the merits of the entire hear¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe, have you completed? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: The question of whether or not this witness 
has been interfered with is not an issue in this proceeding, 
and the question of whether or not he was interfered with 
is certainly a fact within his knowledge, because it has to 
do with what happened to him and there may be, I will 
grant you, other facts which can be considered but that does 
not go to the admissibility and the pertinency, com- 

13924 potency and relevancy of the question. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I submit that the 
question of whether or not this witness has been interfered 
with is one of the issues in this case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In what way? 

Mr. Shawe: Not only whether this man has been inter¬ 
fered with, but any representative under the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees ' Representation. 

Mr. Broun; I am only asking this witness about him¬ 
self. 
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Mr. Shawe: I submit it is a question of whether all 
the representatives haven’t been interfered with by the 
Bethlehem Steel Company and the Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration. 

Mr. Broun: "We can call all of them, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think it is necessary. 

Mr. Shawe; It is a question of fact to be drawn from 
all the circumstances. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question again, will 
you, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Honilng, when I said in 
that question, “anything you did while acting as an 

13925 employees’ representative,” I intended to include 
not only your individual capacity as employees’ rep¬ 
resentative, but also whether you were acting as an em¬ 
ployees’ representative and also as secretary of the Gen¬ 
eral Body or of the No. 2 Committee or any other oflSce; 
did you so understand me? A. 1 did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that could be fairly in¬ 
ferred from the question. 

Mr. Broun: I just wanted to make it clear, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At least I certainly under¬ 
stood it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, were you, in any¬ 
thing that you did while you were an employees’ represen¬ 
tative in 1936-37 or 1937-38, restrained by any person who 
you knew or thought was a representative of Bethlehem 
Steel Company or acting in a supervisory capacity for 
that company! 

Mr. Shawe: I make the same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Of course, it is understood, Mr. Examiner, 
I will give the same reasons for thinking the question 
proper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same argument, that 

13926 is understood, of course. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Homing, were you, in 
anything that you did while you were an employees’ rep¬ 
resentative in 1936-37 or 1937-38, coerced by any one who 
you thought was or knew was a representative of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company or acting in a supervisory capacity 
for that company? 

Mr. Shawe: The same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Horning, what does coerced 
mean? 

The Witness: Forced into something. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How— 

The Witness: Mentally or—I know what it means, 
threatening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you repeat that? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The AVitness: On the part of my foreman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 beg your pardon? 

The Witness: 1 say, threatening on the part of my fore¬ 
man that he might have my job or something if 1 didn’t 
do what he wanted or something like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, w’ere you, in anything 
that you did while you were an employees’ represen- 
13927 tative in 1936-37 or 1937-38, dominated by any one 
who you thought w^as or knew was a representative 
of Bethlehem Steel Company or acting in a supervisory 
capacity for that company? A. I was not. 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Horning, what does domi¬ 
nate mean ? 

The AVitness: To dominate— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, go ahead. 

The AA^'itness: AA^ait a minute until I figure out an answer 
for it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take your time. AA^hat was the 
answer? 

The AA’itness: To try to force me to do something that 
I don’t want to do, dominate is try to force me to do some¬ 
thing that I don’t want to do. Is that clear enough? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, I am fortunately not an- 
swerinjj questions right now. I don’t know just how I 
would define it. 

Mr. Broun: Might I have the question and answer read 
back? 

Mr. Shawe: There was an objection, I don’t know 
whether there was an answer. 

Mr. Broun: Not the answer, but the question and 

13928 definition of the word dominate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this is a form of 
a limited voir dire examination, I suppose. 

The Witness: I said dominate was to try to force me 
to do something that I might not want to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the part that you wanted 
read back? 

Mr. Broun: 1 wanted to hear the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that, Mr. Broun, what you 
wished to have? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 will sustain the objection, the 
answer, of course, goes out. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, I intended when I 
said “anything you did as an employees’ representative”, 
to include not only what you may have done by what we 
might call physical action, but also anything that you said; 
did you so understand me? A. I did. 

13929 Mr. Broun; That is all, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Is that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is as I understood it, Mr. 
Broun, his activities as representative generally. 

Mr. Broun: That’s right, anything you did or said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is clear. Any¬ 
thing further? 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 6915 


Mr. Broun: Just a second, please, sir. 

No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones; No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: I have a couple of questions. 

Recross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Going back to the special meeting 
of the No. 2 Joint Committee held on March 1, 1937, I be¬ 
lieve you told us that the management had five represen¬ 
tatives at that meeting, is that correct? A. The manage¬ 
ment had seven at one time. 

Q. All right, lets’ have all seven of the representatives 
of the management who attended the special meeting of 
the No. 2 Joint Committee held on March 1, 1937. A. Mr. 
Ellicott, Mr. Evans, Mr. Coulson, Mr. Kent, Mr. R. E. Pen- 
rod, Mr. Trout. 

13930 Q. Mr. F. E. Howells? A. That’s right. 

Q. And were they present at both sessions of this 
special meeting, I believe you said they met at one time 
of the day and then were called back together at a later 
part of the day? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Did Mr. Trout preside over the meeting? A. He did. 
Q. And Mr. Trout is a superintendent, is that correct? A. 
He is, elected chairman of the No. 2 Committee by both 
sides. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you hear that answer? 

Mr. Broun: Will you read that ? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And, Mr. Horning, can you tell me 
if Mr. F. E, Howells was a regular member of the No. 2 
Joint Committee? A. Yes, sir, he is. 

Q. And was he at that time the meeting was held on 
March 1, 1937? A. He was. 

Q. And was Mr. H. R. Coulson a member of the 

13931 No. 2 Joint Committee of March 1, 1937? A. I 
think so. 

Q. Wh'dt was Mr. Coulson’s position vfith the company? 
A. He is superintendent of something, I don’t know just 
what. 
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Q. Was Mr. R. Kent a regular member of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee of March 1, 1937? A. I think so, yes. 

Q. And what was his position at that time ? A. I really 
don't know. 

Q. W’as he a superintendent? A. I couldn’t even state 
that, to the certainty of that. 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) He was a management’s represen¬ 
tative, is that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Q. And was Mr. R, E. Penrod? A. He was. 

Q. A regular member of the No. 2 Joint Committee? A. 
He was. 

Q. And was Mr. R. E. Penrod a superintendent of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company at that time ? A. He was. 

13932 Q. And was Mr.— 

Mr. Broun: Might we have what he means by 
“superintendent of Bethlehem Steel Company”? That is 
a little bit ambiguous. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is a trifle vague. 

The Witness: Superintendent of Gautier Inspection 
Department, or what-not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) He has supervision over men, is 
that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Mr. H. E. Trout a member, a regular member of the 
No. 2 Joint Committee on March 1, 1937? A. He was. 

Q. And what was Mr. Trout’s position on March 1, 1937? 
A. I think he is superintendent of the railroads. 

Q. And did those five men whom we have just referred 
to vote in the various motions brought before the No. 2 
Joint Committee on March 1,1937? A. They did. 

Q. And were these five men whom you said were the reg¬ 
ular representatives of the No. 2 Joint Committee present 
throughout the entire meeting held on March 1, 1937? A. 
They were. 

Q. Present at both sessions of the meeting? 

13933 ^Ir. Broun: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, may I 
have the last couple of questions read back, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat them. 

(The reporter repeated the last questions and answers 
as above set forth.) 
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Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that should 
be cleared up, I don’t think Mr. Shawe intended that ques¬ 
tion, he said regular representatives of the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, clear that up, will 
you! 

Mr, Shawe; I meant regular representatives of the man¬ 
agement of the No. 2 Joint Committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was that what you understood me 
to mean? A. That is what I understood. 

Q. And were these five men, Mr. F. E. Howells, Mr. H. B. 
Coulson, R. Kent, R. E. Penrod, H. E. Trout present 
throughout both sessions of the special meeting held on 
March 1,1937 ? A. They were. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Horning, you said that the 
chairman of the committee was elected by both sides; 
13934 do you mean the employees’ representatives and the 
management’s representatives? A. That’s correct, 

Q. All members of the committee? A. All members of 
the committee had a vote in the electing of the chairman 
or the secretary. 

Q. When you said, Mr. Horning, that the management’s 
regular representatives were present at both sessions of 
the committee, you meant at both of the sessions of the 
Joint Committee that you have described? A. That’s cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. You didn’t mean at the meeting where the employees’ 
representatives got together, as you have also described? 
A. That’s correct. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that last question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, I don’t think it is clear, I don’t think the witness has 
described any such thing. 

The Witness: I made a statement in my direct examina¬ 
tion that w’C got together in a saloon and talked this thing 
over, if I recall rightly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean between sessions? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: —of the Joint Committee? 

The Witness; That’s right. 
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Mr. Broun: My question— 

13935 Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that what you had 
in mind, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: My question was that the management’s 
regular representatives weren’t present with you at that 
time? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 

Mr. Shawe: That is in the saloon? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand, there was a 
meeting of the Joint Committee, then it recessed, and at 
which time the regular representatives, that is, the mem¬ 
bers of the Standing Committee, No. 2 Committee, ad¬ 
journed to a saloon to talk things over and then they came 
back and had— 

The Witness: Weil, we had until supper time, the meet¬ 
ing was called at six o’clock, that meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Then the Joint Committee 
meeting resumed? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun: I believe you didn’t intend to use the word 
“adjourned.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, went to, I used it in a 
loose sense. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) From the time the Joint Committee 
meeting broke up until the time you got together at 

13936 six o’clock again, the management’s representatives, 
the management’s regular representatives, weren’t 

with you? A. That is correct. 

Recross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Horning, how were you noti¬ 
fied that the ineeting was going to resume again at six 
o’clock that evening? A. I was called to the telephone. 

Q. By whom? A. I just don’t recall who called me, that 
was the first part of 1937. 

Q. Do you think it w’as Mr. Horning—I mean Mr.— A. 
It couldn’t have been me. 

Q. I am sorry; well, who usually calls the meeting, or 
tells the persons of the special meeting? A. The secre¬ 
tary of the General Body, I imagine it was Mr. Dudash. 
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Mr. Shawe; Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you believe it was Mr. 
Dudash? 

The Witness; I said I imagined it was Mr. Dudash. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, anything further? 

Mr. Broun: Not from me. 

Mr. Shawe: I have nothing further. 

13937 Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) 

You were a representative on March 1, ’37, is that right? 
A. That’s right. 

Q. What division did you represent, that is, what voting 
division? A. 1 represented the Gautier Inspection Depart¬ 
ment— 

Q. As a representative—pardon me. A. —the order de¬ 
partment and two laboratories in B^ranklin and one in 
Lower Cambria, two units. 

Q. Well now, as a representative of that department or 
departments did you ever discuss with the employes of that 
voting division who were eligible to vote, the matters that 
were discussed at the Joint Committee meeting of March 
1, 1937; that is, various matters were taken up as you have 
been telling us about; did you ever discuss with the em¬ 
ployees of your voting division— A. Oh, yes. 

Q. At a meeting? A. At a meeting. 

Q. Yes? A. No, not at a meeting. 

Q. In other words, did all the employees ever get 

13938 together and discuss the matters that you, as rep¬ 
resentative, discussed at the Joint Committee meet¬ 
ing? A. No. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, you said one time at 
a meeting and one time—^you haven’t made that clear, that 
is apparently the question in the witness’ mind— 

The Witness: I don’t know -what you want. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Was it ever taken up 
with the employees at a meeting, the employees of that 
voting division, any of the matters that you took up at 
the March 1st Joint Committee meeting? Take the time 
previous to the March 1st meeting. Joint Committee meet¬ 
ing, had you ever taken the matter up at a meeting of the 
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employees of the voting division that you represented? 
A. No, I had not. 

Q. So far as you know was there ever a meeting of that 
voting division to discuss these matters? A. You mean 
in the Inspection Department? 

Q. Well, ill the departments that you represent. A. Not 
that I know of, no. 

Q. Did you discuss it with the employees individually in 
that division? A. 1 did. 

Q. About how many would you say you discussed it 
with? A. About all of them, I would say. 

13939 Q. Over how long a period of time? A. Well, at 
that time the big cry was wages, every time you seen 

somebody from your department they was harping about 
more money, I was harping myself for more money, every¬ 
body was raising hell. 

Q. Well, how long a period of time did it take you to dis¬ 
cuss it with all the men in the voting division? A. Why, I 
wouldn’t make any definite statement as to the time, but 
a lot of times in the washroom in the evening we would 
all get together, we would debate over it. 

Q. You say “we would all get together.” Who do you 
mean by “all”? A. The men in my department, the ma¬ 
jority of them wash in the evening before going home. 

Q. How big is the washroom ? A. About the size of this 
room. 

Q. How many people could you get in there at one time, 
would you say? A. You could get in the washroom at one 
time ? 

Q. Yes. A. I imagine four or five hundred. 

Q. Well now, after the meeting of the Joint Committee 
on March 1, did you ever have discussions at that time, at 
a meeting, with the employees of the voting divi- 

13940 sion, that is, was a meeting ever had to discuss the 
matter? A, I will clear that up, we never had a 

meeting, no. 

Q. Did you discuss it with the men individually? A. I 
was tickled to death to run back and tell them we was going 
to get a raise. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that’s all. Anything 
further? 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOK BEL. BOARD. 6921 


Mr. Broun; Just a second, Mr. Examiner. No, sir, no 
further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; That is all. You are excused. 


(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we adjourn, it is ten 
minutes of one? 

Mr. Broun: It will take but a second, if you don’t mind, 
Mr. Examiner, there is a matter I would like to clear up, 
it will take but a second. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought you were getting 
ready to go on with a new witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Respondents’ Exhibit 164 
in evidence, you will recall, when originally oifered was 
offered with certain exceptions. 

13941 Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: And I now would like to oifer the 
balance of what appears on the diagram, Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 164, so that there will be in evidence the entire dia¬ 
gram as it now exists, and T understand there is no ob¬ 
jection from counsel for the Board or the Examiner on 
that. 

Mr. Moore: That is without any exception. 

Mr. Broun: In other words, there are now no excep¬ 
tions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The document is admitted in 
evidence as Respondents’ Exhibit 164. 


(Thereupon, the portion of the document not previously 
admitted in evidence was received in evidence as Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 164.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:55 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
to 2:00 o’clock p. m.) 
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13946 After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p.m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloo!!): The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Ryan, will you take the stand, please? 

Martin D. Ryan a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, would you give us your 
full name? A. Martin D. Ryan, 72 Harrison Street, Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. Johnstown? A. Johnstown. 

Q. What is your occui)ation, Mr. Ryan? A. I am turn 
foreman of the 134" Plate Mill, Franklin Division. 

Q. I am sorry, I did not hear your answer. A. Turn 
foreman of the 134" Plate Mill, Franklin Division, Beth¬ 
lehem— 

Q. Turn foreman? A. Turn foreman. 

13947 Q. How long have you had that position? A. 
Since 1918. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Andy Teno? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of John Kozak? A, 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Who are those two men ? A. Men that worked in the 
mill up there before the strike—shear helpers. 

Q. Did you see those men on July 1, 1937? A. I did. 

Q, Where were you at that time? A. Mr. Dettling was 
going off turn. I walked out to the gate with him and we 
met Teno and Kozak at the gate. They walked across the 
street towards the gate as we were walking over, and we 
met them right at the gate. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say Dutton, or Detton, 
or Dettling? 

The Witness: Dettling—Karl Dettling. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Karl Dettling? A. Karl Dettling. 

Q. MTiat gate was that? A. Franklin Time Gate. 
J3948 Q. MTiat time of day was it? A. Shortly after 
seven o’clock. 
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Q. That is, in the morning? A. In the morning. 

Q. Was anything said by you or Mr, Dettling or ]\Ir. 
Teno or Mr. Kozak at that time? A. Teno said that they 
should bring the God-damn militaries inside and not out¬ 
side. 

With that I walked across the street. 

Mr. Dettling stood and talked to him a minute or two. 

Q. MTiere did you go when you crossed the street ? A. 
Across the street to a little store. 

Q. For what purpose? A. Well, I go over there to get a 
cup of coffee once in a while— 

Mr. Rose: I object. What is the purpose, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? I move to strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

The Witness: (continuing) For a pack of cigarettes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, did you say at that time 
or at any other time to either Mr. Teno or Mr. Kozak in 
words or in substance, “Them fellows had to go through 
a hell of a lot, and do you think you fellows will get 

13949 away without getting any of it? You fellows will 
have to take it, too” A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you at that time or at any other time say to 
either Mr. Teno or Mr. Kozak, in words or in substance, 
“You fellows will have to go back in again”? A. I did 
not. 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Teno say at that time, or at any 
other time, in words or in substance, “Get back in and 
get another beating. I will not go back in to get another 
l^ating”? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you hear Mr. Kozak say at that time, or at any 
other time in words or in substance, “That is a hell of a 
thing to do, tell a man to. I asked you about my work on 
the phone and you told me to come over in the morning 
and when I come over they beat a man up”? A. No. 

Q. Did you say at that time or at any other time to 
either Mr, Teno or Mr. Kozak in either words or sub¬ 
stance, “Those fellows went through it. You fellows have 
to go through it”? A. No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Ryan, I am going to ask you a number of ques¬ 
tions that are somewhat similar, and before I begin I wish 
to explain to you what I mean when I shall use in 

13950 such questions the phrase, “A person acting in a 
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supervisory capacity,” and what I mean wlien I shall use, 
in such (juestions, the word “employee.” 

When I use the phrase “a person acting in a supervisory 
capacity,” I mean a ijerson having authority on behalf of 
Bethlehem Steel Company to contract or arrange for em¬ 
ployment or to terminate employment or to discipline an 
employee of that company for poor workmanship, or for 
any other reason, or to fi.x or agree upon wages or hours 
of work, or working conditions, or to schedule an employee 
of that company for work. 

"WTien I use the word “employee”, I mean, any person 
who at any time has been in the emplojmient of Bethlehem 
Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Go ahead. 

13951 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, did you understand 
my definitions of the two expressions I used in the 

statement I made a few minutes ago? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever directly or indirectly suggest to any em¬ 
ployee that he lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno, or beat or molest them, or either of them, in any 
way? A. No. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as very indefinite and 
calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever directly or indirectly 
advise any employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak 
or Andy Teno, or beat or molest them or either of them 
in anv wav? A. No. 

Mr. Rose: Well now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is understood that you have 
an objection to these questions, and if I think any <iuestion 
is objectionable, I will sustain the objection. 

If you do not hear me rule, you may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever, directly or indirectly, 
request an employee to lay hands upon either John 

13952 Kozak or Andy Teno or beat or molest them or 
either of them in any way? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever, directly or indirectly, order or direct 
any employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. KATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 6925 


Andy Teno or beat or molest them or either of them in any | 
way? A. No. I 

Q. Did any person, acting in a supervisory capacity, 
ever, in so far as you know, directly or indirectly suggest 
to any employee that he lay hands upon either John Kozak 
or Andy Teno, or beat or molest them or either of them I 
in any way. A. No. 

Q. Did any person acting in a supervisory cai:)acity ever, 
in so far as you know, directly or indirectly advise any 
employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno or beat or molest them or either of them in anv wav ? 

A. No. 

Q. Did any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
in so far as you know, directly or indirectly request an 
employee to lay hands upon either John Kozak or Andy 
Teno, or beat or molest them or either of them in any 
way? A. No. 

Q. Did any i^erson acting in a supervisory capacity ever, 
in so far as vou know, directlv or indireetlv order 

13953 or dii'ect any employee to lay hands upon either 
John Kozak or Andy Teno, or beat or molest thorn 

or either of them in any way? A. No. 

Q. Disregarding stateinents made by Andy Teno and 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any person 
acting in a supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, 
suggested or intended to suggest to any employee that 

he lav hands on either John Kozak or Andv Teno or beat 

♦ •* 

or molest them or cither of them in any way? A. No. 

Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno and 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any person 
acting in a supervisory capacity ever, directly or indirectly, 
advised or intended to advise any employee to lay hands 
upon either Andy Teno or John Kozak, or beat or molest j 
them or either of them in any way? A. No. 

Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno aiid 
John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that any person 
acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly or indirectly 
requested or intended to request any employee to lay hands 
upon either John Kozak or Andy Teno, O'* beat or molest 
them, or either of them in any way? A. No. 

13954 Q. Disregarding statements made by Andy Teno 
and John Kozak themselves, did you ever hear that 
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any person acting in a supervisory capacity ever directly 
or indirectly ordered or directed or intended to order or 
direct any employee to lay hands upon eithei* John Kozak 
or Andy Teno, or beat or molest them or either of them 
in any way—will you read that back, please, Mr. Reporter! 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

A. No. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, did you see anyone lay 
hands upon either John Kozak or Andy Teno, or to beat 
or molest them or either of them in any way on July 1, 
1937, or at any other time? A. I did not. 

Q. Prior to the time you saw Andy Teno and John Kozak 
on July 1, 1937, had you been informed that there was any 
likelihood that they or either of them would be molested 
in any way inside the plant? A. No. 

Q. Mr. Ryan, did you ever learn whether or not either 
Andy Teno or John Kozak, in fact, had been molested in 
any way when they were in the plant on July 1, 1937? A. 
I did not. 

Mr. Rose: I assume, Mr. Examiner, that my ob- 

13955 jection applies to the last two questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Does that 
conclude that series of questions? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, it does. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know George Fetzko, Mr. 
Ryan? A. Ido. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. Ever since he 
was in the Plate Mill. I don’t know how long that was. 

Q. AVhat did he do in the Plate Mill ? A. Run a charging 
machine in the furnace house. 

Q. Up until what date, or approximately what time? 
A. June 11th. 

Q. 1937? A. Right 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

13956 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Ryan, I show you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 124 and ask you whether you have ever seen 
that before? 
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(Respondents’ Exhibit 124 was passed to the witness.) 

A. Yes. 

Q. When did you first see it, approximately ? A. On the 
first part of July. 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q- Rid somebody give it to you t A. Orval Smith handed 
it to me and asked me to give it to Mr. Marley. 

Q. Did you say anything to Smith at that time? A. 
What is that? 

Q. Did you say anything to Smith at that time? A. I 
don’t recall what I said to him. 

Q. What, if anything, did you do with it after that? A. 
I took it up and handed it to Mr. Marley, and told him, 
“Here is a petition.” 

Q. Had you seen it before Mr. Smith gave it to you ? A. 
I had not. 

Q. Did you see it again after you gave it to Mr. Marley 
up to the time you may have seen it here in court? A. No. 

Q. Did you see George Fetzko on the morning of 

13957 July 14th, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, tell us what, if anything, happened that 
morning with respect to George Fetzko? A. AVoll, at the 
starting of the turn I was always walking, I always walked 
up, to the mill to see if everything is all right to stai*t. 
I walked up this morning and the mill hadn’t started. 

I blow’d for a slab. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; How do you spell that last 
word ? 

The Witness: S-l-a-b. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: I walked up to the funiace house and 
asked Jim Hoover what the trouble was. He said, “We 
will not work with Fetzko.” 

I said, “Jim, you are putting us in a damned bad way.” 
He said, “We will not work with Fetzko.” 

I said, “All right, there is nothing I can do about it, 1 
will have to see Mr. Marley.” 

I tunied, started down to the ofl&ce to see Mr. Marley, 
and on mv wav down I met Mr. Marlev and Mr. Dettling 
in the engine room. Mr, Marley asked me what the 

13958 trouble was. 
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I told him that they wouldn’t work with Fetzko. He 
turned around and went back up to the furnaces. Jim 
Hoover stepped out. Mr. Marley first asked him when he 
stepped out what the trouble was. Jim said, “We will 
not work with that son-of-a-bitch, Fetzko.” 

Mr. Marley said, “You realize that the Supreme Court 
decision says that you must work with them or must put 
them back to work?” 

Hoover said, “The Supreme Court has nothing to do 
with the men working with him, ’ ’ 

^Ir. Marley then sent for Clayton Grove, Fetzko’s fore¬ 
man. 

He came down to the furnace house, talked to Fetzko 
a little bit. Fetzko and Clayton Grove turned and went 
up towards Grove’s office. That was the last I seen of 
Fetzko. The mill started up in twro or three minutes after 
he left, after being down forty-five to fifty minutes. 

Q. Did you see Orval Smith that morning? A. Yes. 

Q. When did you sec him? A. I saw Orval Smith up 
there, too, he stepped out and said that he represented the 
men in the lower end of the mill and they wouldn’t work 
with him. 

13959 Q. Was that at the same time? A. That w’as just 
about the time that Mr. Marley was talking to Mr. 
Hoover. 

Q. Mr. Hoover? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Now', ^Ir. Examiner, the only other questions 
that I have of this witness are the same forty-eight ques¬ 
tions that were asked of the witness How’ells tow'ard the 
end of that witness’ direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let it be understood that 
the same procedure will be followed with respect to this 
witness as w’e follow'ed with respect to other witnesses. 

Mr. Ford: Including the witness, Dettling? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Any further questions? 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any questions? 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t get that last part, Mr. Examiner, I 
am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom.: Do you have any cross? WTiy 
don’t you listen? 

ilr. Rose: I have other things to do. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any cross-exam¬ 
ination ? 

Mr. Rose: I would like to have it read. 

13960 Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call vour next witness. 

Mr. Rose: Can I have it read, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I would like to put an objection on the 
record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be noted. 

Mr. Moore: May we have five minutes to telephone the 
office, Mr. ExaTiiiner, this is sooner than we expected? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(Thereupon a short recess was taken.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you ready to go ahead, Mr. 
Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Williams, will you please take the 
stand. 

13961 Clare H. Williams a witness called by and on be¬ 
half of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was 

examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, will you please state 
your full name for the record, and spell it so we will 
have it correct? A. Clare H. Williams, C-l-a-r-c H. 
W-i-l-l-i-a-in-s. 

Q. WhaCs your residence address, Mr. Williams? A. 
323 Diana Avenue, Morrellville, Johnstovm, Pa. 

Q. How long have you lived in Johnstown and the 
vicinity? A. All my life except for a little trip out on 
vacation or something like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; How long would that be, Mr. 
Williams, all your life? 

The Witness: My age? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness; Thirty-four. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Are you employed, Mr. Williams? 
A. I am. 

Q. By whom '/ A. Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. At the Cambria Plant 1 A. At the Cambria 

13962 Plant. 

Q. How long have you been employed at that 
plant A. Twenty years. 

Q. What department are you now employed in? A. 
Maintenance. 

Q. How long have you been in that department in the 
Cambria Plant? A. About 18 years. 

Q. \Miat is your present occupation'? A. I am a first- 
class lavout. 

Q. How long have you been doing the work of a first- 
class layout? A. Work of a first-class layout? 

Q. Yes. A. Mr. Broun— 

Q. Well, how long have you been doing the work of a 
layout man, I will say? A. Well, I have been working at 
the layout trade for about si.xteen years. 

Q. Has it always been, has the job always been known 

bv the term “lavout”? A. No. 

* 

Q. Well, now, will you explain that to us, please? A. 
I have carried the title of boiler maker, caulker and riveter, 
but always doing the same type of work. 

13963 Q. I see, so that the changes have just been 
changes in name? A. That is true. 

Q. Now, will you describe for me, Mr. Williams, what 
the nature of your work is, in what is now called layout 
work: just what is the typo of work you do, what sort 
of job do you work on? A. Layout work is the developing 
of steel plates or angles, iron or steel shapes of any type. A 
layout, we will put the pro])er cut line for shearing on the 
plate, locate the holes, figure out the proper spacings for 
caulking on pipe work or may lay out an eye beam for a 
column, something in the nature of that, making sketches. 

We go in the field and make corrections on jobs where 
mistakes have been made, that may be a drawing mistake 
or may be a mistake of the shop. 

Q. I would like to have you, if you could, give me some 
specific illustration of a particular job so we will under¬ 
stand; now, before you do that, you used one word that 
I want to make sure I understand, “caulk”, is that 
c-a-u-l-k-i-n-g ? A. C-a-u-l-k-i-n-g. 
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Q. I see. A. Well, for instance, the night that the pipe 
line, the Queinahoning Border pi 2 )e line was dynamited, I 
was called to come to the shop to make repairs to a 

13964 pipe line, although at that time I didn’t know what 
it was all about other than it was a pipe line repair 

job. 

I went to the shop, got the tools, such as straight-edge, 
my rule and some scratch paper to make sketches with 
and looked up the drawings on the different sections. 

Our pipe line drawings and drawings of that type are 
jiractically all old drawings and may not be ui>to-date, 
and the drawing that you may have at that time, there 
might have been a change made in it some time or other, 
you might have put a new section in that particular plate 
and not made a drawing of it, just merely shoj) sketches. 

Q. You mean, the drawings are kept on file of the sec¬ 
tions of pipe lines and other fixtures of that sort? A. Yes, 
sir, we usually do. You get that drawing, or maybe sev¬ 
eral drawings in that case, because we don’t know exactly 
what sixc section it is. We went out there, went in the 
pipe line. My job is to find out how much of the pipe is 
gone, to measure it for circumference, because steel is a 
funny thing, it might grow and it might shrink, it all 
depends on the surroundings, the conditions. 

Lots of times, especially on a inpe line, where the tem¬ 
perature of water changes like it does— 

13965 Q. You moan over a period of years the dimen¬ 
sions of a pipe would be different from what they 

were when it was put in ? A. That is true, the pressure 
will cause it to stretch. We go in there and we take the 
pipe, count the amount of spaces, chock the seams, make 
a free-hand sketch with the notes to be able to go to the 
shop, and immediately start the construction of a new sec¬ 
tion of pipe. 

Then we also look up a place where we might have to 
cut that section loose to get the other section in and make 
what we call a wrapper. Now, a wrapper is maybe only 
24 inches wide and a section that will tie that pipe back 
together— 

Q. You mean, go ai*ound that side of the pipe over the 
idace where the pipe comes together? A. That is true, then 
we went back to the shop and the section was a thirty- 
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foot section. So we had to order those plates because 
we don’t carry any plates like that in stock, but the wrap¬ 
per, we can take that out of stock. 

So we immediately go out in the plate yard and get in 
touch with the gang leader in the plate yard and tell him 
about the size of plates that we really need and he brings 
them up to the layout desk. We started then to 

13966 develop the wrapper, while the plate mill was roll¬ 
ing the new sheets for the section of j^ipe that we 

were going to put in. 

Then those plates came from the plate mill. They were 
still warm yet. We immediately started to develop them. 
By developing I mean we located the holes, marked the 
shear marks on them, the seams, the location marks such 
as Kiverside and Hillside and so on^ so that when it was 
taken in the field, that it would save the time of finding 
out which is which, because sometimes there is only the 
thickness of the plate difference in the diameter of the 
two ends of a thirty-foot section and it has been the custom 
to mark that, a certain end, to “gee” with our sketches, 
the sketches we had made out at the job. 

Q. That is, the difference you mentioned in the thickness 
of plates and the diameters of the different ends, if the 
thing was in reverse direction you couldn’t slip one end of 
the pipe into the other end, is that the idea? A. That is 
true. 

Q. Where it is riveted together? A. That’s right. 

Q. And the holes you mentioned are riveted holes? A. 
That is true. 

Q. You said something about shear markings, does 

13967 that mean an indication of the plates to be cut. A. 
No, by shear markings I mean that the plate is 

marked for shearing, for caulking. We have certain mark¬ 
ings such as a circle with a cross in means that that is the 
big end and to shear this ejid down, the other opposite 
end up. 

Now, that is the caulk markings that—that is, the caulk 
markings and the seam end, one up and one down for 
slabbing, so that it is all right-hand caulking, if we didn’t 
mark that they would get left-hand caulking, which is a 
lot harder work than right-handed. 
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Q. Caulking means filling in the space so that it will be 
water-tight? A. That is true, it is really sealing the seams. 
Now, that is one tyjje of work we do. They are putting 
in some waste heat boilers at the Franklin Open Hearth. 
We filled those waste heat boilers, construct them in the 
boiler shop and there is quite a lot of structural work, 
platfoniis and changes of pipe, brackets and braces that 
go along with this job. 

Q. Well, you used one term I wasn’t quite sure about, 
you said that you developed the plates. Now, I suppose 
that the plates when you first work on them are flat? A. 
That is true. 

Q. And when they go into the pipe line, I suppose 

13968 they are curved in a certain radius? A. That is 
true, they are rolled. 

Q. Now, as I understand it correctly, what you do is put 
the propel* markings on the plates so that the people who 
bend them will know where to bend them, and how? A. 
Yes, sir, we locate the holes for the punch end to punch, 
put a ring around, it, paint on the roll lines, and if it is 
an odd-shaped piece that takes bending we mark the bend 
lines and so on, and also the diameters, or the dimensions, 
which it should be bent or finished to. 

Q. Now, you mentioned a column; do you do a similar 
sort of work with respect to repairs to buildings, columns 
and things of that sort? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By columns you mean a steel support for a building? 
A. That is true. 

Q. I believe, Mr. Williams, that that is very clear in¬ 
formation of what you do. 

Mr. Rose: Now, I move to strike that, Mr. Examiner, 
Mr. Broun: Of what you do— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, what’s the difference, go 
ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you, Mr. Williams, heard of 
the Plan of Employees Representation in effect at 

13969 the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, sir, I have. 

Q. When did you first hear of the Plan? A. 
About the early part of 1921, I was an apprentice boy on 
the layout table at that time, I was helping a gentleman 
by the name of Michael Seigh. 
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Q. Did you vote that year? A. I did, Willard Burkhardt 
was the shop foreman and T recall of him coming up to the 
layout table. 

Q. Now, all I want to know, ^fr. Williams, was when you 
first heard of the Plan; had you been working in the plant 
before that ? A. Yes, sir, I had worked at the Mail Bureau. 

Q. But not in the shop? A. That is true. 

Q. I see, and you were then not in the employ of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company, were you, in 1921, you say? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, just one moment, Mr. 
Broun, I am confused, you asked him when he first heard 
of the Plan; are you referring to the Plan that is presently 
in operation? 

Mr. Broun: No, sir, of course not, in the sense that I 
am not referring to the document as it now stands. I am 
referring, however, to the Plan as an organizational 

13970 entity, my question was when he first heard of it. 
He said 1921; now, I am going to develop it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You see, you used the word 
“generally”, you didn’t define the term “Plan.” 

Mr. Broun: But I think I can clear it up, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I wish you would. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In 1921, Mr. Williams, do you 
remember what company operated the Cambria Plant? A. 
I think it was the Midvale Ordnance. 

Q. It wasn’t Bethlehem Steel Company? A. No. 

Q. Now, you told me that you first got in the mill in 
1921, as I understand it? A. Yes. 

Q. Before that you had been mail boy, as I understand 
it? A. That is true. 

Q. And you heard of a Plan? A. Yes. 

Q. And voted in an election? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Now, do you know whether or not that is the same 
Plan that you now know of as being in existence in the 
Cambria Plant, or not? 

Mr, Rose: Well, that’s objected to as calling for 

13971 a conclusion, let’s find out what Plan he did refer to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that, Mr. 
Broun, whether he knows whether the provisions are the 
same? 

Mr. Broun: No. I withdraw the question, please, Mr. 
Reporter. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Do you know whether the Plan that 
is now in effect is the same plan, same organization, as the 
one that was in effect in 1921 ? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion, let counsel develop what plan this man refers to 
when he spoke about 1921, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You really have two questions, 
you say the same plan and then you apparently changed it 
to say the same organization. I don’t know just which you 
were referring to now, plan or organization f 

13972 Q. Well, Mr. Williams, is the Plan which is now in 
effect the same Plan, the same provisions as the Plan 

that was in effect in 1921 ? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to on the same grounds. 
Let us first find out what the Plan was in 1921. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

Mr. Rose: That is the same question, 

Mr. Broun: That is certainly, Mr. Examiner, not the 
same question. 

(The Reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you talking about the Plan 
or the provisions? 

Mr. Broun: I want to find out if the provisions of the 
Plan now in effect are the same as the provisions in 1921. 
In other words, if Mr. Williams knows if the Plan is the 
same as was in effect in 1921. I am simply asking— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute. This complaint 
has to do with an alleged interference and domination of an 
Employees’ Representation Plan by the Bethlehem Steel 
Company and the Bethlehem Steel Corporation. The testi¬ 
mony in the record, and I assume it is generally conceded, 
is that Bethlehem Steel Company had no interest in the 
Plant here until some time in the Spring of 1923. 

13973 Mr. Broun: I am trying, Mr. Examiner, to go into 
the history of the Plan. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I franklv do not know 
what your question does mean. It is confusing. Try it 
again. 

Mr. Broun: The witness has testified he voted under a 
Plan in 1921. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, 

Mr. Broun: He has testified he knows of a Plan which 
is in existence now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, 

Mr. Broun: Now, I want to find out if he knows whether 
the provisions of the Plan now are the same ones as the 
Plan he voted under in 1921. I do not intend to ask him 
what the differences are, just the fact— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whether the provisions of the 
present Plan are the same as the provisions— 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, I do not think that is a proper 
subject for one question. I think the way counsel would 
have to show that would be by developing the other Plan 
and showing what that is. Just by answ^ering that question, 
there is no way of knowing as a matter of fact just what 
the other Plan was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The whole point is not 
13974 sufficiently important to take a lot of time on. We 
are interested in the time the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany came into the picture here, not with what transpired 
prior to that. 

Mr. Rose: That is so, but I do not see what bearing 
the prior Plan, if there was such a Plan, has in this pro¬ 
ceeding. I do not see the materiality of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He mav answer. 

Mr. Broun: Read it back, please, Mr. Reporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is, briefly, did the 
Plan under which you voted in 1921 contain the same pro¬ 
visions as the Plan in existence today. Is that it sub¬ 
stantially? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: It did not. The Plan has been amended. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last part may be stricken. 

Mr. Broun: In other words, as it stands, it did not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It did not. 
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Mr. Broun: T am not sure what is meant— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Would you mean the provisions of 
the Plan now— 

13975 Mr. Rose: I object to that question. This is direct 
examination. I think the witness answered the ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: The question related to whether or not the 
provisions of the Plan at the present time. The answer 
is it did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us find out what the witness 
meant on that again. 

The Witness: I meant that the provisions of the Plan, 
prior—speaking of 1921—were not the same as the present 
book. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you ever been elected an 
Employees’ Representative? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume you are now referring 
to the present Plan? 

Mr. Broun: That is right. I am referring to the Plan 
in etfect—whatever its particular provisions may have been 
at the time ho was elected. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But we are concerned here, 
Mr. Broun, with one Plan, the Plan of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company, not of the Midvale Ordnance Company. 

Mr. Broun: Correct— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So I merely want to find out, 
and want the witness to make sure he understands 

13976 in answering the question, that he is talking about 
the Plan of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You say Bethlehem Steel Company 
operated the plant in the Cambria— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Since 1923. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Since 1923 when Bethlehem Steel 
Company operated the plant, have you been elected an 
employees’ representative? A. I have. 

Q. When were you first elected? A. March ’28. 

Q. Were you ever re-elected? A, I have completed ten 
terms, and T am now starting on my eleventh. 

Q. So you are now an employees’ representative? A. 
That is true. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that that you 
have been a representative continuously from 1928 on? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you ever held any office dur¬ 
ing the time you were an employees’ representative under 
the Plan ? A. B 3 * office, do you mean being a representa¬ 
tive is holding office? 

13977 Q. In addition to that, then, in addition to being 
a representative, have you ever held any office under 

the Plan? A. Yes, in my second term I was secretary' 
of No. 1 Standing Committee. 

Q. That would be 1929 and 1930, would it not? A. That 
is correct; for the next six terms I was chairman of the 
No. 1 Standing Committee; five times chairman of the 
No. 1 Joint Committee; one time secretary of the No. 1 
Joint Committee; twice chairman of the General Body; 
twice chairman of the No. 5 General Committee on Ap¬ 
peals, and a member for two years of the No. 5 Standing 
Committee. 

Q. Now, what year were you first chairman of the 
General Body? A. The 1936 and 1937 term. 

Q. And the second time you were chairman was what 
year? A. 1937 to 1938. 

Q. And are you chairman now, or not? A. I am. 

Q. After having said that you were in your first term 
of 1929 and 1930 as secretary, I think you said of the 
No. 1 Committee— A. Standing Committee. 

Q. —^vou referred to six terms which would have 

13978 been 1930-1931,1931-1932, 1932-1933,1933-1934,1934- 
1935, and 1935-1936? A. Yes. 

Q. In those years you were not chairman of the General 
Body? A. I was not. 

Q. But you held office on the committees you specified? 
A. That is right, sir. 

Q. Have committees been elected for the year 1938-1939? 
A. They have. 

Q. Are you a member of any committee ? A. I am. 

Q. What committee, Mr. Williams? A. No. 5 Standing, 
and Joint Committee. 

Q. Those are the only two committees of which you are 
a member? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Now, Mr. Williams, you gave us the committees of 
which you had been an officer over a six year period, and 
I want to be sure that I understand about that situation, 
and about your first becoming a representative. Will you 
tell me about the first committee that you were on, whether 
you were an officer of it or not? Were you on any com¬ 
mittee in the 1928-1929 term? A. For a part of the 

13979 term, yes. I was just a member of the General Body 
and an alternate on the No. 1 Committee, and a 

gentleman by the name of Sharpe—I think Mr. Wilbur 
Sharpe, the full name, accepted a promotion to foreman- 
ship of the Franklin Open Hearth, and I was called to 
attend the No. 1 Standing Committee meeting and, at the 
following General Body meeting Mr. Rippen made a motion 
to elect me to finish Mr. Sharpe’s unexpired term. That 
was done. I filled the rest—the balance of the term out. 

Q. That was 1928-1929? A. That is right. 

Q. I think you told us the next year, 1929-1930, you 
were secretary of the No. 1 Standing Committee? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. Which was the Committee on Rules, did you say? A. 
Yes, the Employees’ Committee on Rules. 

Q. And, of course, that you were a member of the com¬ 
mittee? A. That is correct. 

Q. Now, that, of course, you were a member, as well, of 
the Standing Committee as of the Joint No. 1 Committee? 
A. That is correct, sir. 

Q. Now, you said that for the next six terms, which 

13980 would have been 1930 to 1936, would it not, you 
were— A. Yes. 

Q. (Continuing)—an officer of a certain committee. I 
did not hear just what you said. Would you mind telling 
me again. A. For the next six terms I was chairman of 
the No. 1 Standing Committee. That is, the Employees’ 
Committee on Rules, and for five of those years, I was chair¬ 
man of the Joint Committee on Rules, and one term as 
secretary of the Joint Committee on Rules. Then, the next 
two years— 

Q. Well now, that is, the six years on the Standing Com¬ 
mittee on Rules ? A. That is correct. 

Q. Now then, the seventh year, which would have been 
1936-1937, were you on the (Committee on Rules? A. No, 
sir; I was not. 
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Q. That was wlien you became chairman of the General 
Body for the first time? A. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Q. And you were chairman of the General Body 1937 
and 1938, and you are now chaiiTnan? A. 1936, 1937; 1937- 
1938, and I am now chairman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are beginning your third 
term, in other words? 

13981 The Witness: That is right, Mr. Bloom; yes, sir. 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you on any committees 

in the two years, 1936-1937 and 1937-1938? A. That is, 
while I was chairman? 

Q. Yes. Chainnan of the General Body. A. Yes, sir. 
I was on the Xo. 5 Standing Committee and the No. 5 Joint 
Committee, which is the General Committee on Appeals. 

Q. And you were an oflScer of those committees, either 
one— A. Both terms I was chairman of the Joint Com¬ 
mittee, and just a member of the Standing Committee. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, may I see BoardExhibit 
8, please? 

(Thereupon, the exhibit referred to was produced.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you a docu¬ 
ment marked Board’s Exhibit No. 8 in evidence, and ask 
you if you can tell me what that is? A. That is a copy 
of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at the Cambria 
Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company, missing the last 
amendment, 

Q. Then that is not a copy as it is now in effect? A. It 
is not. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record, please. 

13982 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Will you mark that, please, Mr, Reporter? 

(Thereupon the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you a docu¬ 
ment marked Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177 for Identifica¬ 
tion, and ask you to examine it and tell me if you know 
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what it is: A. Yes, sir. That is a copy of the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation at the Cambria Plant of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company, now in evidence. 

Q. And that document contains the Plan as it is in effect 
at the present time? A. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit No. 177 for Identification as Respondents’ 
Exhibit No. 177. 

(The document was thereupon examined by Mr. Rose.) 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr, Examiner, as I see it, Respon¬ 
dent’s Exhibit No. 177 duplicates Board’s Exhibit No. 8, 
plus another exhibit which the Board introduced on 

13983 its direct case. I do not recall the other exact num¬ 
ber at this minute. The other exhibit number con¬ 
tains the last amendments. 

I also think this is a duplication of what is contained in 
the petition for intervention, marked in evidence. 

Mr. Broun: I do not have anv recollection of anv such 

a' 

exhibit, Mr. Examiner, that has anything to do with the 
Cambria Plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The petition for intervention 
has the Plan set out in it in full. I have it before me right 
now. Of course, unless it be understood that the peti¬ 
tion—as appearing in the petition—is the Plan as it a]>- 
pears today—it would save duplicating the document. It 
is precisely the same, Mr. Broun, the one set up in the 
intervening petition. 

Mr. Broun: We might stipulate in the record that the 
Plan in evidence today is the Plan as set forth in the peti¬ 
tion for intervention. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And is similar to the docu¬ 
ment you just offered. 

Mr. Broun. It is identical with that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And is identical with the docu¬ 
ment you just offered, 

Mr. Broun: Well now, Mr. Examiner, it seems to 

13984 me that the respondents are entitled to have the Plan 
in evidence as a part of their case in some way. I 

do not want to duplicate the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Evidence is evidence, if it is in 
the record it is in the record regardless of who put it in. 


6942 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AI.. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Mr. Broun: But I do not want the Plan to remain merely 
part of a pleading by the intervener. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 

Mr. Broun: So if anything happens to the pleading of 
the intervener, it would still be in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Blooni: The Plan as affixed to the in¬ 
tervener’s petition for intervention, is identical with the 
present offer made by the respondents. Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit No. 177, and it will not be necessary to duplicate, to 
introduce Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177 into evidence, but 
reference may be made to the Plan affixed to the interven¬ 
ing petition. 

Mr. Broun: Shall we refer to that as Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 177? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you care to, but there is no 
point in duplicating the physical documents. 

Mr. Broun: I quite agree with you in that. Then it is 
quite necessary to return this copy to Mr. Jones from whom 
I borrowed it. 

13985 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, are there any pro¬ 
visions in the Plan which govern who can vote in any elec¬ 
tion under it? A. May I see it? 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177. Before 
you look at it, Mr. Williams, I want to know if there are 
any provisions of that sort in the Plan? A. Yes. 

Q. Would you mind pointing out to me what the pro¬ 
visions are—what section or some other designation of that 
sort? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You told me, as I understand it, 
that there arc provisions in the Plan covering who can vote 
iTi an election. What I want to know is what section, or 
what part of the Plan.— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Referring to the page. 

Q. (Continuing)—contained that provision. If you refer 
to the page and section number, I think it will do. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 6943 

The Witness; All right. Section 3. 

13986 Q. (By Air. Broun) What page is that on, Mr, 
Williams? A. Page 4. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that Roman number three? 

The witness: That is right, paragraphs 2 and 3. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And paragraph 3, I take it, is over 
on page 5? A. That is correct—over on page 5. 

Q. Now, may I have the exhibit for a moment, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams ? 

Can you tell me "whether there is any provision in the 
Plan setting up, or anything having to do with the method 
of handling employees’ interests and problems or griev¬ 
ances and arriving at a conclusion "with respect to them? 
A. Yes, sir; there is. 

Q. I show you the exhibit, Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177, 
again, and ask you if you "will to point out to me in the 
same way what section and page those provisions are on? 
A. That is, the method— 

Air. Broun: Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Air. Broun) That is, the provisions setting up 
a method of procedure for grievances and— 

The Witness; On the first page, principles of 

13987 representation—the whole of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Does that have anything to 
do with the procedure ? What I am interested in is not the 
purpose of the Plan, but whether any provisions set up a 
procedure for handling a grievance? A. Oh, I beg your 
pardon. I think I misunderstood it. I wish to correct that 
principles of representation, that is out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; The machinery, the process of 
adjusting the grievances is what Air. Broun’s question 
relates to. 

The Witness: Page 15. 

Q. (By Air. Broun) Is that where it begins? A. Yes; 
that is the beginning of it. 

Q. A\Tiat is the section? A. Section 9, 

Air. Rose: Roman nine? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Section 9. 

Mr. Rose: Roman nine? 
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The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Plan refers to the Roman 
numbers all the way through as sections. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you understand, when you refer 
to sections, the Roman numbers? A. Yes. 

13988 Q. And the Arabic numbers, what do you call 
them? A. Paragraphs. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would all counsel please keep 
that in mind in questioning the witness’ I think I made that 
mistake the other day. I referred to the Roman number 
as an article. 

The Witness: Section 9. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The whole of the section, you mean? 
A. That is right, sir. 

Q. Now, to save time— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Had you finished your answer, 
Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Would you mind just putting the 
exhibit on the table, Mr. Williams, if that is satisfactory 
to the Examiner, and tell me whether the Plan provides 
for representatives of the employees at the plant for the 
purposes of collective bargaining? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that, will you? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Rose: I think that calls for a conclusion. Does coun¬ 
sel mean representatives under the Plan? 

Mr. Broun: I will be glad to rephrase it. 

13989 Mr. Rose: I move to strike it. 

Mr. Broun: I consent that it be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Does the Plan contain specific pro¬ 
visions having to do vnih the choosing or selecting of the 
representatives of employees under the Plan for the pur¬ 
poses of collective bargaining? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of the question. It is the 
same question as before. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir; it does. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you take Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 177, Mr. Williams, and point out to me in so far as 
you can the specific provisions to which you have referred. 
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stating the sections and paragraph numbers— A. The 
first part of that question was— 

Q. —whether there are provisions in the Plan which pro¬ 
vide for the choosing or selecting of representatives of the 
men in the plant? A. Principles of representation, on 
page 1—the whole of that. It carries over to page 2. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Williams—read the 
question again. I think the witness misunderstood the 
question. 

Mr. Broun: Read it back, Mr. Reporter, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it again. I don’t under¬ 
stand it. 

13990 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun; I think, Mr. Examiner, the question was an¬ 
swered ; there are provisions in the Plan which have to do 
with the selection of representatives for the purpose of 
collective bargaining, and Mr. Williams was going through 
the Plan and pointing out those provisions that provide 
for that, and have to do with it, and he said the principles 
of representation contain something that has to do with it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I possibly misunderstood your 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you go ahead and point out, 
Mr. Williams, the additional provisions, if any, that relate 
to that matter? A. Representation—that is Section 1. 

Q. That is, page 2, is it? A. On page 2, paragraphs 1, 

2, and 3. 

Q. The whole section of them ? A. That is right. Page 

3, Section 2, paragraphs 1 and 5. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, of Section 2? 

The Witness: Yes, sir; of Section 2—1 and 5. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, how about Sections 2, 

13991 3, and 4? Do they or do they not have to do with 
representatives of employees, choosing them and 

their tenure of office? A. Section 3, paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 
—that is the whole of it. 

Q. Before we go on, Mr. Williams, yon said, in Section 
2, paragraphs 1 and 5 had to do with it, then I asked 
whether paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of Section 2, back on pages 
3 and 4 have anything to do with the choosing or the term 
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of office, or staying in office, of employees ’ representatives ? 
A. I do not quite get that last question. 

Q. Well, you told me that paragraph 1 and paragraph 5 
of Section 2— A. Yes. 

Q. (Continuing) —were provisions of the Plan which, 
as I understand you, have to do >\ith the selection of em¬ 
ployees’ representatives of the men for collective bargain¬ 
ing, and bear on the question of that selection. Now, per¬ 
haps you are drawing the line at selection, and I was call¬ 
ing your attention to paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of Section 2 
which appear on pages 3 and 4, and ask you whether they 
have anything to do with either the selection of employees’ 
representatives or the length of time the employees’ repre¬ 
sentatives stay in office, and what their terms shall 

13992 be? A. I beg your pardon—yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want to include 
all of Section 2 there now, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: Yes, I do, now. I misunderstood the 
question. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Then you think you told me all of 
Section 3, did you not t A. I did. 

Q. All right. Is there anything else in the Plan, any addi¬ 
tional provisions? A. That is, the selecting, and Section 
4—that is, on page 5— 

Q. Is that all of that section, or not? A. Just a minute, 
please. 

Q. Oh, excuse me. I thought you looked at it. A. The 
whole of section 4. 

Q. Does that cover the provisions of the Plan as having 
to do vuth selection and continuance in office of employees’ 
representatives? A. They are the specific provisions, but 
the whole book really applies, 

13993 Q. You mean that the book is a document that you 
have got to consider as to specific instances, when you 

take up a problem under it, or what do you mean by that ? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, as to the fonn of the ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you mean -when 
von sav vou have to consider the whole book. 

The Witness: Well, there is time that a controversy may 
arise and you would have to go through the book to work 
out the problem confronting you at that time. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, all right. 

The Witness: I have tried to name the specific ones but 
there is something that I may not have made, or said, Mr. 
Bloom. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Williams, -would you put the 
book on the table again, please, sir, and tell me whether em¬ 
ployees’ representatives are elected for any term, any par¬ 
ticular length of time? A. Yes, sir, for the term of one 
year, beginning with the month of March, reorganization 
meeting, and ending with the reorganization meeting the 
following March. 

Q. Are there specific provisions of the Plan that govern 
that? A. Yes, sir, there are. 

13994 Q. Would you mind looking again down at Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 177 and pointing out to me the 

specific provisions of the Plan that govern the length of 
time that a representative is elected for, as you have just 
told me? A. The length of time they are elected for, am 
I not correct in that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: Page 9, Section 6. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is paragraph one at the bot¬ 
tom of the page? A. That’s correct. 

Q. Is that the reorganization meeting you refer to? A. 
That is correct, sir. 

Q. I believe you said that it was one year, one reorgani¬ 
zation meeting to the other, didn’t you? A. I did. 

Q. Now, is there some provision in the Plan that pro¬ 
vides for that year? A. Yes, sir, I am looking for that now. 
Page 3, paragraph 2. 

Q. You mean paragraph 2— A. I mean Section 2, para¬ 
graphs 1 and 5. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 5 is on page 4, is it not? 

The Witness: That’s correct, Mr. Bloom. 

13995 Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean paragraph 5 of 
Section 2? A. Paragraph 5 of Section 2 on page 4, 

that’s right. 

Q. Those are the provisions that govern the term, is that 
correct? A. That is correct, sir. 

Q. Now’, as I understand it, nominations and elections 
are held under the Plan? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Each year, is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When are they held? A. At any partictdar— 

Q. Wlien are they held, I mean, at any particular time of 
the year ? A. During the month of March. 

Q. Is that governed by a provision of the Plan? A. 
That is. 

Q. Then will you take the exhibit again, please, from the 
table where you put it and point out to me the provision 
that governs the holding of nominations and elections in 
March, as you have said? A. Page 5, Section 4, paragraph 
one. You asked me just when, didn’t you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was right. 

Mr. Broun: That is all, I just wanted to know the 

13996 provision that covered the time; is that the only pro¬ 
vision that covers the time when the election is to be 

held, the only specific provision? 

The AVitness: No, paragraph 15 of the same section on 
page 8. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Well, now, I notice that in para¬ 
graph one of Section 4 on page 5, it is provided that the 
nominations shall be held on a Monday; on what date or 
day were the nominations held in 1938? A. March 9th, 
March 9th. 

Q. What day was that, Mr. Williams? A. It was a 
Wednesday. 

Q. AVell now, will you explain how AVednesday was sot as 
the day? A. A^es, sir, in paragraph one under Section 4 you 
will notice that it says that both nominations and elections 
may be continued during the following day or days where 
it shall be reasonably necessary in order to conform with 
the working schedules until all employees entitled to vote 
shall have been given a reasonable opportunity to vote. 

Q. A^es. A. AA^ell, today we are facing a very staggered 
operation in the plant. By that I mean men are not em¬ 
ployed very—well, I shouldn’t have said that—I mean, 
they work in swipe terms, they are not employed 

13997 steadily right now. 

Q. AVas that true in March, too? A. Very much 
so, and the controversy arose in the No. 1 Employees’ 
Committee on Rules, who was entirely in charge of the 
election, as to the advisability of holding it on Alonday, as 
we are all acquainted with the fact that most of the de¬ 
partments are down over the week-end. 
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Mr. Rose: Now, excuse me for breaking in, if we are 
going to have what happened at a meeting, Mr. Examiner, 
can’t we have what was said and who said it? 

Mr. Broun: As I understood it, Mr. Examiner, we were 
explaining— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What the witness is really doing 
is telling us of action that was taken at a Committee on 
Rules, the No. 1 Standing Committee. 

Apparently a change was made from Monday until 
Wednesday and he is giving the reason. I think he might 
just tell us what occurred in the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us the substance of the conver¬ 
sation, in other words, what was said in so far as you re¬ 
member, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Rose; I move to strike out— 

Mr. Broun: What was said and done at the meeting. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. 

13998 Mr. Broun: Instead of your conclusions about 
the thing. 

Mr. Rose: May the previous answer be stricken? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Just give us the conversations in so 
far as you can, Mr. Williams. A. The Employees’ Com¬ 
mittee on Rules were well acquainted with the way the 
plant was operating, all being employees and working, work 
was staggered— 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I must object to that. 
As I understood it, he was going to give us the conversa¬ 
tions. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that when a 
witness is telling about action that was taken, he is enti¬ 
tled to give the general background. 

Mr. Rose: No, I don’t think so, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, well, go ahead. 

Mr. Broun: Go ahead, Mr. Williams, and tell us just 
what was done by the committee and the other things that 
were done in connection with this matter of holding the 
election on Wednesday, the nominations on Wednesday. 

The Witness: As I twice previously stated, the Em¬ 
ployees’ Committee on Rules were acquainted with the 
staggered operations throughout the plant and the 

13999 controversy arose in the committee at a committee 
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meeting as to the advisability of liolding this thing on Mon¬ 
day, the election, nominations, on Monday. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did someone raise a question and 
say, “Now, I think it ought to be arranged on Monday or 
on Wednesday”? A. Different members of the committee 
raised the question. 

Q. Now, that is what we want to find out; what was said 
and done? A. It was after considerable discussion by all 
members present, it was decided that there would be more 
men working on the eleven to seven shift on Tuesday night 
and we would have a bigger operation on Wednesday than 
we probably would have using the eleven to seven Sunday 
night, Sunday evening shift, and the Monday, the begin¬ 
ning of the week. 

So the committee referred to—^just a minute, I will get 
the paragraph they refer to—they referred to paragraph 
15 in Section 4. 

Q. That is, on page 8, is it? A. That is on page 8, and 
decided to meet with our counsel and seek advise in regard 
to this having Wednesday as the day of nomination. 

Q. Did you do that? A. We did. 

14000 Q. And then— A. And on his advice, nomination 
w’as held on Wednesday, March 9th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Williams: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You said with the advice of 
counsel; you mean an attorney? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean Mr. Jones? 

The Witness: Mr. Jones. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And did the committee vote to hold 
the nominations on Wednesday? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that the committee decided to take the action ? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. In the nominations and elections, Mr. Williams, is 
there a unit of voting for a representative, or not? A. Yes, 
there was a unit of voting determined by the employees’ 
committee on Rules, but the plant is voted as a whole, in 
other words, we hold our elections all over the plant, that 
is the Cambria Plant. 

Q. But in various units? A. That’s right, but we use a 
unit grouping of our own, that is— 
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14001 Q. So that one, or souietinies two, as the ease 
might be, are elected in each unit, is that the idea? 

A. That is true, it depends upon the amount of employees, 
using the two hundred for an employees' representative. 

Q. Now, you refered to two hundred; does that mean 
that there is some specific provision in the Plan with re- j 
spect to units, voting units? A. Yes, sir, there is. 

Q. Will you take Respondents’ Exhibit 177 off the table 
again, please, sir, and point out those provisions ? A. Page 
2, Section 1, the whole of it. 

Q. The whole section? A. That’s right, that’s correct. 

Q. That has three paragraphs, doesn’t it? A. That’s cor¬ 
rect, sir. 

Q. Does the management of the company in the Cambria 
Plant have any part in the Plan? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: I will withdraw that question. | 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Are there any specific provisions of } 
the Plan with reference to the management at the Cambria ] 
Plant having anything to do with the Plan? A. Yes, 

14002 sir, there is. 

Q- Will you take Respondents’ Exhibit 177 off the 
table again, please, and point out to me by section and num¬ 
ber, as you have before, the provisions which have to do 
with the management that are contained in the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I wonder, do you 
mean your question quite as broad as you have framed it? 

If so, we will have to give the witness plenty of time to go 
through the whole plan, if that is what you mean. I am 
not quite sure just what you mean. 

Mr. Broun: Well, the witness, Mr. Examiner, has gone 
through the Plan and pointed out the provisions which had 
to do with the selection and tenure of oflice or employees’ 
representatives, and I would like him to go through and 
point out the principal provisions, at any rate, that pro¬ 
vide for what the management has to do, the contact be¬ 
tween the management and the employees’ representatives, 
if there are provisions, as he said there are, in the Plan 
about that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that now 
thoroughly, Mr. Williams? 
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The Witness: I think I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, take your time now. 
The Witness; May I ask you a question off the 

14003 record? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Off the rec¬ 
ord. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: Principles of representation is the first 
one. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is on page one and two, is it 
not? 

The Witness: Page one and two is correct. Page 9, 
Section 5, the whole of it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) All of that section? A. Yes, Sec¬ 
tion 6. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Section 6? 

The Witness: Section 6, it is on— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Page 9? 

The Witness: Page 9. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean, it begins on page 9? A. 
It begins on page 9, paragraph 8, that is on page 11— 

Q. Yes. A. Nine, and then— 

Q. All right, any additional provisions? A. Just a min¬ 
ute, yes, I mean paragraph 4 on page 11. 

Q. That is paragraph 4 of Section 6, isn’t it? A. That’s 
right, that’s right, 

14004 Q. Yes. A. Section 7, starting with paragraph 2, 
3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9,10, and 11. 

Q. Those are on pages 12, 13, 14 and 15, is that correct? 
A. That’s correct. Section 8. 

Q. That is on page 15? A. That’s right, the whole thing. 
Q. The whole section, you mean? A. That’s right, Sec¬ 
tion 9. 

Q. That starts' on page 15, does it? A. That’s right, the 
whole of that. 

Q. The whole of Section 9? A. That’s right. 

Q. That is, on pages 15,16, and 17? A. That’s right, Sec¬ 
tion 10. 

Q, That is on page 17? A. That’s right. 
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Q. You mean by that, the whole section? A. That’s right, 
Section 11, part of it, any part which directly concerns 
the management. 

Q. Now, let me see— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

14005 Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you mind explain¬ 
ing that, I don’t quite understand you, Mr. Williams. 

Do you mean that that part of Section 11 which concerns 
the management— 

The Witness: The management only, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have told us about provisions 
of the Plan on selecting representatives of the employees; 
are there any—will you put the exhibit on the table, please, 
sir—are there any provisions of the Plan with respect to 
choosing or providing for the representatives of the man¬ 
agement, the selection of representatives of the manage¬ 
ment? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you take Respondents’ Exhibit 177 off the table 
again, and tell me ^vhat specific provisions there are re¬ 
ferring to them by sections and paragraph numbers, page 
numbers? A. Page 9, Section 5, paragraphs—the whole 
business. 

Q. Both paragraphs? A. That’s right. 

Q. All right, well, now, there are two paragraphs there; 
is there any difference in the sort of representatives that 
the management has under the Plan? A. Yes, the first 
paragraph is for the management’s regular repre- 

14006 sentatives, that is, those appointed by the manage¬ 
ment on the Joint Committees. By that I mean 

members who will represent them on the Joint Commit¬ 
tees. They are knovm as the management’s regular rep¬ 
resentatives in that paragraph. 

The next one is for the management’s special represen¬ 
tative. That is Mr. S. D. Evans. 

Q. That is paragraph 2, isn’t it? A. Two, that is correct. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me about the management’s 
special representative, what he does— A. The manage¬ 
ment’s special representative— 
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Q. —SO far as you know under the Plan, and would you 
put the exhibit on the table, Mr. Williams? 

14007 Mr. Rose; That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What are his duties under 

the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Under the Plan? 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us. 

The Witness: The management’s special representa¬ 
tive attends all Joint and Standing Committee meetings 
upon invitation only of the committees when he is invited 
in to the meetings. He usually answers any questions 
which may be asked of him. He attends the General Body 
meeting upon invitation only and answers any questions 
which might be asked of him and usually gives us an out¬ 
line of the relief plan, conditions throughout the plant and 
things of interest. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean he speaks? A, He speaks. 
Q. Gives yon a little talk? A. Things of interest, and of 
course he is never invited to a Standing Committee of the 
No. 1 Committee while they are preparing for an election. 

Q. That is the committee that has to do with the election ? 
A. That is the committee that has to do with the election. 

Q. Election and nomination? A, That’s correct, he is not 
invited to that, and if you have a grievance which you have 
been unable to have settled satisfactorily for all par- 

14008 ties concenied, or if you have talked to your fore¬ 
man and superintendent and you go to Mr. S. D. 

Evans, management’s special representative who endeav¬ 
ors to arrive to a satisfactory agreement to all concerned. 

Q. Is there a provision of the Plan governing that? A. 
Yes, sir, there is. 

Q. Can you take Respondents’ Exhibit 177 from the table 
and tell me what provisions of the Plan provides for that? 
A. Page 9, Section 5, Paragraph 2. 

Q. Well now, that is the paragraph I thought you told 
me provided for the management’s special representative? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Novr my question—^perhaps you didn’t understand 
it—was: Is there a provision in the Plan w^hich provides 
for your going to Mr. Evans about a grievance that hadn’t 
been settled by the foreman or the superintendent. I be- 
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lieve you said? A. Yes, sir, Section 9: “Procedure for 
Adjustments.” 

Q. That is page 15, is it? A. That starts at page 15. 

Q. Yes, paragraph 1 then on page 15, is it? A. Yes, that 
would come under paragraph 1, that’s right. 

Q. Well now, is the particular provision, or all of 

14009 it that relates to going to the management’s special 
representative on page 15? A. No, two— 

Q. Well now,— A. Paragraph 2. 

Q. Where is the specific provision that relates to taking 
it to the management’s special representative? A. The 
second. 

Q. The top of page 15? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 16. 

Mr. Broun: 16, yes, I beg your pardon. 

The Witness: 16, is what I mean, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mentioned Mr. Evans attend¬ 
ing meetings and that you would take matters to him that 
hadn’t been settled before, and you have said that he was 
the management’s special representative, that is because 
he is the management’s special representative, is that 
right? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as calling for 
a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Your question? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, I wanted to find out whether 
Mr. Evans attended the meetings that you spoke of, 

14010 and that you took grievances to him which hadn’t 
theretofore been settled because he was manage¬ 
ment’s special representative? A. After I had first seen 
my foreman, superintendent, and the procedure as out¬ 
lined there. 

Q. But what is the reason that you go to Mr. Evans, is 
it because he is the management’s special representative? 
A. That is true. 

Q. Now in telling me about the management’s special 
representative going to the committee meetings you spoke 
of regular committee meetings; does the management’s 
special representative ever go to special meetings of the 
either Standing or Joint Committees? A. Yes, sir, he does, 
upon invitation only. 
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Q. Now let’s take the 1937-38 Plan here, if I may call it 
that, when are the committees made up or appointed or 
however they are formed? A, They are elected at the re¬ 
organization meeting held in March. You were referring 
to ’37-’38? 

Q. ’37-’38. A. March, 1937. 

Q. Now, what committees were elected at that reorgani¬ 
zation meeting? A. No. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

Q. And can you tell me what was the duty of each 

14011 of those committees, what subjects came within their 
jurisdiction; are those the Standing Committees or 

the Joint Committees no-w? A. They are in one sense the 
Standing Committees but they automatically become the 
employees’ side of a Joint Committee. 

Q. I see. Now, what I would like to know is, first, the 
No. 1 Committee, what does that committee do? A. No. 
1—did you say “Joint”? 

Q. No. 1 Standing Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Standing Committee. 

The Witness: No. 1 Standing Committee is the Em¬ 
ployees’ Committee on Rules, Ways and Means, handles 
the election, nominations and elections under the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now then, what subjects are under 
the jurisdiction of No. 2 Standing Committee? A. No. 2 
Standing Committee is wages, working conditions—may I 
refer to this book? 

Q. Yes.^ 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any objection? 

Mr. Broun: Refer to the exhibit, Mr, Williams, if you 
care to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Wages, piece-work, bonus, tonnage 

14012 schedules. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) This is the No. 2 Standing 
Committee? A. That’s correct, hours, employment and 
w’orking conditions. 

Q. Now then, what are the subjects that the No, 3 Stand¬ 
ing Committee deals with? A. No. 3 handles pensions, re¬ 
lief, safety, and prevention of accidents, recreation and 
elects the trustee— 

Q. Now, all I want to find out— 
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Mr. Rose: Let hiin finish the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you finished your an¬ 
swer? 

Mr. Broun: I only want to find out the subjects that the 
committee deals >^dth and didn’t want to go in right now 
to what the committees do, if that is satisfactory, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, yes. 

The Witness: I mentioned relief, and I was just merely 
going to, I guess I am wrong, because I w'as elaborating on 
the question, possibly. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now then, what are the subjects 
that the No. 4 Standing Committee has to do with? A. 
Employees’ transportation, housing, domestic economies 
and living conditions, health and work sanitation, works’ 
sanitation, education. 

14013 Q. And is that all? A. That is all. 

Q. And the No. 5 Standing Committee? A. Con¬ 
tinuous employment and conditions of industry comes 
under No. 4. 

14014 Trial Examiner Bloom: Ail right. 

Mr. Broun: I see. No. 5f 

The Witness: No. 5. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: That is the General Committee on Ap¬ 
peals. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, is the No. 5 Standing Com¬ 
mittee the General Committee on Appeals? A. No, the 
Joint Committee is the General Committee on Appeals. 

Q. Now, is there any provision of the Plan that relates 
specifically to the No. 5 Committee? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which provision is that? A. Section 6, paragraphs 3 
and 4. 

Q. Does that mean, then, that the No. 5 Committee is the 
General Committee? A. That does. 

Q. Then when it is a Joint Committee, it is a General 
Joint Committee on Appeals? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a five-minute 
recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows;) 
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14015 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do each of the committees 
that you refer to, Nos. 1 to 5, inclusive, exist now? A. Yes, 
sir, they do, and there is another committee, too, at the 
present time. 

Q. What is that committee? A. That is the Finance Com¬ 
mittee which has no Joint Committee or management’s 
representative on it. 

Q. So that there is no Joint Finance Committee? A. 
That is true, no Joint Finance Committee. 

Q. The members of the committee selected to each com¬ 
mittee, Standing Committee, are elected at the reorganiza¬ 
tion meeting in 1937 and are not now members, as I under¬ 
stand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Repeat that question, will you, 
Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You elected the five committees at 
the reorganization meeting in 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. How long did the men elected at that mooting stay 
members of each committee? A. Until the reorganization 
meeting held in March, 1938. 

14016 Q. Then did you elect new members to each com¬ 
mittee? A. That’s right. 

Q. Some of them may have been re-elected, perhaps? A. 
That is possible. 

Q. Mr. Williams, do you know about the method of hand¬ 
ling minutes of the General Body and of the committees? 
A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. Are they handled at the present time in the same way 
that they were handled in the 1936-1937 Plan Year? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, what does 
counsel mean by “handled”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Has there been any change in the 
way minutes have been prepared and distributed, if they 
have been distributed, under the Plan since the 1936-37 
Plan Year? 

Mr. Rose: That is also objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, are you referring 
to the General Body minutes? 
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Mr. Broun: I am referring to botli the General Body 
and Committees. Let’s first take the General Body, Mr. 
Williams. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Has there been any change there? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I withdraw—I will withdraw 

14017 that objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, there has. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And has there been any on commit¬ 
tees? A. Yes, sir, there has. 

Q. Joint Committees? A. Yes, sir, there has. 

Q. Well, now, were the changes with respect to the Gen¬ 
eral Body, the committees and Joint Committees, made at 
the same time, or not? A. Well, now, I am—am I per¬ 
mitted to ask a question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun, Mr. Williams apparently didn’t understand 
your question. You can ask Mr. Broun what you have in 
mind. 

Mr. Broun: If that isn’t clear I want to make it clear. 

The Witness: That is what it is, it is not clear for the 
very reason that committees wouldn’t all meet in the same 
day. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, then, let me ask you this: 
Was the decision to make a change decided on at the same 
time ? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, Mr. Examiner, you 

14018 talk about change, I don’t know what counsel means 
by a change, or what changes he is referring to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I can’t develop everything 
at once, I expect to develop it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, it may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When was that, approximately? A. 
After the decision of the Supreme Court on the Wagner 
Act in April. 

Q. Of what year? A. 1937. 

Q. Weil, now, let’s take the General Body, prior to the 
change, and will you tell me just what was done so far 
as you know; let’s take the 1936-1937 Plan Year, just what 
was done in connection with the minutes of the General 
Body, the taking of the minutes and the preparation of 
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them and the distribution, if they were distributed? A. 
At the reorganization meeting of the General Body held 
in the month of April, 1936, I, as chairman of the Em¬ 
ployees’ Committee on Rules, that is, the No. 1 Standing 
Committee, acted as temporary chairman. 

Q. That is, at the beginning of the reorganization meet¬ 
ing? A. That’s right, sir, 

14019 Q. Yes? A. I announced to the General Body that 
if it was their desire to have a clerk, as in the past, 

to assist the secretary in the taking of the notes of the min¬ 
utes, that it required a motion. That motion was made by 
somebody, seconded and passed, and at that time I believe 
Robert Fisher, a clerk in the Relief Department, came into 
the meeting as clerk to the General Body. 

At the reorganization meeting of March, 1937, Donald 
Leber, who was chainnan of the Employees’ Committee 
on Rules, made a similar request and Mr. Willard Brant, 
a clerk in the Safety Department, was furnished. This 
was done. 

We both explained to the General Body, and it was felt 
that the secretary could not be, could not take an active 
part in the meetings if his attention was distracted by try¬ 
ing to get minutes, notes, or whatever he had to take. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, excuse me, is this what somebody 
said, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said it was. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he just said that he said it 
or that Mr. Leber said it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Broun: He said— 

14020 Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think he said 
who said it, but he said it was explained—it may 

stand. Or did you tell us who said that? 

The Witness: I said it, and then I said Mr. Leber prac¬ 
tically followed along the same line, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You were correct, Mr. Broun, 
the witness said that he said it and Mr. Leber— 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You said you told him at the 1936 
reorganization meeting that a motion was necessary; was 
the motion passed, a resolution passed? A. At both meet¬ 
ings, yes, sir. 
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Q. Both meetings? A. Yes, sir, 1936 and ’37. 

Q. Was it before or after the resolution was x>assed that 
Fisher, in one instance, and Leber, in the other— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not Leber, Brant. 

Mr. Broun: I mean Brant, in the other, came in? 

The Witness: After, after the motion. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was there a clerk present at that 
1936 meeting who had taken them for prior meet- 

14021 ings? A. Not until after the motion. 

Q. I see, and that was Mr. Fisher, was it? A. Yes, 
that was Mr. Fisher. 

Q. Now, that was the meeting, was it not, where 

14022 you were elected chairman the first time—the 1936 
meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well now, do you know about what was done in the 
preparation and distribution of minutes in the 1936-1937 
year? A. Yes. 

Q. For the General Body meetings ? A. Yes, I do. 

Q. Well now, do you know in detail about it prior to the 
time you became chairman of the General Body ? A. No, I 
do not. 

Q. Well, you had been a member of the General Body 
prior to that time? A. That is correct, sir. 

Q. But you did not know in detail about what had hap¬ 
pened? A. No, I did not know in detail. 

Q. Well now, let us take the 1936-1937 year, ^Ir. Wil¬ 
liams. Just tell me in detail, if you will, what was done in 
connection with the prepartion and the distribution of the 
minutes— 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —of the General Body, so far as 
you know? 

14023 Mr. Rose; That is objected to, Mr. hixaminer. It 
now appears, and it appeared on the testimony of a 

prior witness that the minutes were taken of the General 
Body in one instance by a man by the name of Fisher, and 
in another instance by a man by the name of Brant. I sub¬ 
mit that they should testify. 

^Ir. Broun: This man is the chairman of the General 
Body, and was at the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not the other witness you 
are referring to. The question of whether certain minutes 
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were certain specific minutes—this is as to general pro¬ 
cedure. 

Mr. Rose: So far as he lyiows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At this time, 

Mr. Broun: I do not ask him to tell me what he does 
not know, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why do all lawyers always 
say, “if he knows’^? If he does not know he cannot say it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, Mr. Williams, have you 
the question in mind? 

The Witness: Repeat it. I am not sure—please. 

Mr. Broun; Will you read it back, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above 

14024 set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But be sure you do not tell 
us anything you know if you do not know it. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

^Ir. Broun: We are talking about the General Body. 

The Witness: Mr. Fisher sat on my left at the General 
Body meetings, between the secretary and myself. He was 
on my left. He took notes, as much in detail as possible, of 
the actions which took place in the General Body meetings. 
Then, after the General Body meeting Fisher would draft 
in longhand the minutes of the General Body meeting. 

He would call me and I went up, answered any question 
he might have on His mind, and went over his longhand. I 
read it all from beginning to end and if I was satisfied that 
he had a set of minutes that covered everything that went 
on at the General Body meeting, not changing the intent of 
any motions whatsoever— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In other words, you checked the 
thing? A. I did, sir, to the best of my knowledge. 

Q. Did you make any changes? A. I did, sir. Then Mr. 
Fisher and I would go to the office of Mr. Roberts. 

Q. Is that E. L. Roberts? A. That is E. L. Rob- 

14025 erts, where they were dictated from our draft to— 

Q. A stenographer? A. A stenographer; that is 

correct. 

Q. The minutes were dictated? A. That is right, so that 
they could be mimeographed and sent throughout the plant 
to the employees’ representatives. 
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Q. Well now, did that take place? Were they mimeo¬ 
graphed? A. That is true. 

Q. And were they sent? A. Yes, sir; they were sent 
through inter-plant mail. 

Q. Did you read over the draft which was mimeographed? 
A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Before it was mimeographed? A. Before? 

Q. Yes. A. Do you mean the stencil ? 

Q. Well, as I understand it, you had the draft that Mr. 
Fisher prepared? A. That is correct. 

Q. And from that the minutes were dictated? A. That is 
right. 

Q. Were you present when that happened ? 

14026 Trial Examiner Bloom: When what happened? 
Q. (By Mr. Broun) When they were dictated 

from the draft? A. I was, sir, I was. 

Q. And then did you get a copy ? A. I did. I got several 
A. Yes, sir. I took an active part in it. 

Q. Well now, as I understand it, the draft prei)ared from 
the dictation was mimeographed? A. That is true. 

Q. And sent to each representative? A. That is true. 
That is what I said. 

Q. Now, how was it sent, do you know, the mimeographed 
copy? A. Through inter-plant mail. 

Q. And then did you get a copy? A. I did. 1 get several 
copies, 

Q. Now, go ahead and tell us what else happened about 
the minutes, so far as you know? A. They were mailed, 
and I would get several copies which I would immediately 
read over, and usually filed one for my own purpose in the 
mill, and tacked the others up. 

Q. The other two? A. For them to read. 

Q. Would you read the copy? A. 1 would; yes, 

14027 sir. 

Q. Did you always read it before you tacked it up 
or posted it ? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And that is what had been dictated aJid then minjeo- 
graphed? A. That is true, sir. 

Q. Now then, did anything else take place with respect 
to the minutes after you received them and posted copies, 
talking still, of course, about the 1936-1937 year? A. Yes, 
sir. There was one copy put on what I might call our min- 
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ute-book, or pad there (indicating). There they are laying 
on the table where Mr. Jones is, and that was brought up 
the following General Body meeting, and there were times 
when there were some corrections made before they were 
approved, and there were times when they were approved 
as they were. 

Q. At the next meeting of the General Body? A. At the 
next meeting of the General Body; yes, sir. 

Q. As I understand it, the reorganization meeting in 
1937 which was the beginning of the 1937-1938 year was 
held before there had been this change in the method of 
taking minutes; is that right? A. That is true. 

Q. Now, did you make any arrangement for the 

14028 continuation of what you had done in the 1936-1937 
year about checking the minutes'? A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "When, Mr. Broun, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) At the reorganization meeting, or at 
about the time of the reorganization meeting in 1937? A. 
Right after the reorganization meeting. 

Q. Tell us about that. A. I talked to Mr. Horning. I re¬ 
call Mr. Horning saying to me, “Well, pal, you want to hell) 
mo out now?” And I said to him, “I will do anything I 
can, Russ.” 

Q. Had he been elected to any office? A. He had been 
elected secretary. 

Q. Of the General Body? A. Of the General Body; that 
is correct, and I told him that what I had done in the past 
in regards to minutes, I would continue to look after the 
minutes and call him if an>"thing should turn up that I 
thought he should be in on, and I continued to do that 
throughout the year. 

Q. You did? A. I certainly did. 

Q. That was with Mr. Brant, I believe you told me? A, 
That was with Mr. Willard Brant. 

Q. Had there been a change in the 1936-1937 year from 
Mr. Fisher to Mr. Brant? A. That’s right, some 

14029 time during the year. I don’t remember the exact 
tiine. That is, Mr. Fisher was promoted to relief 

investigator, and had to drop the clerks’ job. He was too 
busy, and we asked for another clerk. That was back in 
1936, some time. We asked for another clerk and Mr. 
Brant was furnished. 
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Q. Now, that, as I understand it, is what was done with 
respect to minutes of the General Body In the 1936-1937 
term? A. That is right, sir. 

Q. Now, let us take up the minutes of the Standing Com¬ 
mittees in that same year, 1936-1937. First let me ask you 
this. Was there any difference between the way Stand¬ 
ing Committee minutes and Joint Committee minutes were 
handled in 1936-1937? A. No, very little, with the excep¬ 
tion that the secretary of the Standing Committee took his 
own notes, drafted his own notes for his minutes. 

Q. Who took the notes for the Joint Committee? A. Mr. 
Brant in— 

y. Or Mr. Fisher? A. Either one. I am not sure. 

Q. Then, let us take up first the Standing Committee 
minutes. Tell me what was done about the preparation 

and distribution of those minutes, if they were dis- | 

14030 tributed, in 1936-1937 Plan year. A. That is, of the 
committees of which I was a member, Mr. Broun? 

Q. Does that mean, Mr. Williams, you do not know the 
detail of what was done about other committees? A. That 
is true. 

Q. Then tell me about your committee. A. The secretary 
would, as 1 said before, take the notes of the committee, 
and they were run through the regular form into mimeo- | 
graphed copies and mailed to the employees. 

Q. Would the secretary take those minutes in any par¬ 
ticular book? A. Yes; take them in a stenographer’s note¬ 
book. 

Q. And after the secretary had taken the notes or min¬ 
utes in longhand, I believe you said— A. Yes. 

Q. —in the book, the notebook, what would he do? A. 
you are speaking of 1936? 

Q. 1936-1937. A. How much of 1937, please? 

Q. Before the change you spoke of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, the Flan vear 1936- 
1937. 

14031 The Witness: Ending when ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And the Plan year 1937- 

1938, until the change. Do I understand you correctly, Mr. 
Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand it, you said the 
change came at the time of the Supreme Court decision 
which was in April? A. Your question again. 

Q. I want to know, after the Secretary of your commit¬ 
tee had taken the minutes or notes in the stenographer’s 
notebook in this 1936-1937 year, what did he do with the 
notebook, if you know? A. Handed it in to Mr. Roberts’ 
oifice. 

Q. And then what was done with it? A. They were dic¬ 
tated and finally came out in mimeographed form, and 
mailed throughout the plant to all representatives through 
inter-plant mail? 

Q. Through inter-plant mail? A. That is correct, sir. 

Q. And next— A, A copy was put in the secretary’s 
book, which was read at the following meeting. 

Q. Of that committee ? A. Of that committee; yes, 

14032 sir. 

Q. Were those minutes read at any other meeting? 
A. They were all read at the General Body meeting. 

Q. Is that the General Body meeting after the meeting 
of the committee ? A. The first General Body meeting after 
the committee’s meeting; that is correct. 

14033 Q. One more question about the stenographer’s 
books. Let us take a meeting in June, 1936, and say 

you have another meeting; after that, at the next meeting, 
would vou use the same book or a difference notebook? A. 
The same one if it was not filled up. 

Q. And where would he get that, at Mr. Roberts’ office? 
A. Yes, sir, he would. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the secretaries of all the 
committees used the same book, till it was filled up? A. 
Yes. 

Q. They did? A. Yes, sir. We carried it from one meet¬ 
ing to the next, until the book was filled up. That is cor¬ 
rect, sir. 

Q. Now, was there any check made or anything done by 
your committee with respect to the minutes when they were 
read at the next meeting? A. Was there any check? 

Q, By the Secretar\% or by you, as chairman? A. Yes, 
sir. That was done even before the committee met again. 
Q. Tell us about that again, in detail, so we will 

14034 know what was done. A. They were read at the 
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General Body ineetiiig. Before that, there were i 
times when I was secretary, that I would—when I would ! 
check the dictation of Mr. Roberts at the time they were 
dictated. Then they were read at the General Body meet¬ 
ing for any corrections which any member of the commit¬ 
tee might have, or any questions the General Body might 
want to ask with regards to the action of that committee. 
Then they were read again at the following meeting of that 
committee. 

Q. This is the Standing Committee you are talking about? 

A. That is right. I am speaking of the Standing Commit¬ 
tee, all through here; yes, sir. 

Q. And were they changed then at all, or had they been 
already check at the General Body meeting.^ A. They, in 
})retty near all cases, were correct. A few minor changes 
once in a while—once in a great while. 

Q. Now, you say that these Standing Committee minutes 
were sent through the inter-plant mail. Were they sent 
only to the members of the Standing Committee? A, I 
could not tell you—oh. Only the members of the Standing 
Committee? 

Q. Yes. A. I beg your pardon. No, sir, they were 
14035 sent to all employees’ representatives. 

Q. So that each employees’ representative got a 
copy of the minutes of the meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. Was that true of Joint Committee meetings, too? A. 
That is true, yes, sir; that is right. 

Q. Is that the general practice, as far as you know, 
in the 1936-1937 Plan Year, in taking the minutes of the 
Standing Committees? A, The Plan Year, yes, sir; that 
is correct. 

Q. Now, let us take up in the same Plan Year the ques¬ 
tion of the minutes of Joint Committees. You told me 
that either Mr. Fisher or Mr. Brant took the notes. Was 
that taken in any particular sort of book, or not? A. That 
was taken in a stenographer’s notebook. 

Q. Was that the same one used by the Standing Commit¬ 
tee’s secretary, or not? A. I would not positively know. j 
It would be if the book had not been filled up. i 

Q. And that was gotten from Mr. Roberts’ office, of | 
course? A. That is correct. 
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Q. What took place with respect to the minutes after Mr. 
Brant or Mr. Fisher, as the case may have been, took the 
notes in this book:' What would he do, or what 
1403b would be done with the book? A. The book was put 
in Mr. Roberts’ office. That was a convenient place 
for it, it was centrally located where we could all get to it 
for a particular reason. 

Q. Were minutes prepared from those notes? A. Ves. 

Q, How was that done? A. The same as the Standing 
C’oniinittee. 

Q. So it was the same as the Standing Committee except 
that Mr. Brant took them, or Mr. Fisher, instead of the 
employees’ secretary? A. That is right. 

Q. Or the representatives' secretary, 1 siiould have said? 
A. There may have been an occasion where Mr. Brant oi* 
Mr. Fislier might have been absent and the secretary of the 
committee took notes, but that would be vei*y rare. It is 
possible that that might have hat)pened. 

(j. On the Joint Committee on which you were a mem¬ 
ber in that year, was the same procedure gone through 
with respect to checking the minutes of Joint Committees, 
as you told about the Standing Committee? A. The same 
pi'ocedure was followed. 

Q. Xow, Mr. AVilliams, we have heard about the taking 
of minutes, and what was done pi'ior to the change in April, 
19.37. Will you tell me wiiat, if anything, was said 
14037 or done at that time with respect to the change about 
general body minutes lirst ? A. Speaking of the 
(Jeneral Bodv nanutes onlv? 

(|). \'cs. A. 'm‘s, sir. Right after the Wagiuo' Act was 
declared constitutional i)y the Su]>reme (‘ourt, Mr. Evans 
notified me that the comi)any would not assist in any shape 
or form with the helping or j)repariiig the minutes. By 
that I mean, would not mimeograpii them or furnish books 
or anything elst*: and lie also notified im* that we would not 
l)e permitted to mail coj^ies in intt‘i--])lant mail to be tacked 
uj) on tile bulletin boai*ds. 

Q. Did li(‘ say whetlna* yon would b(* permitted to tack 
them upA. He said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He just answered tliat. 

The Witness: TT(‘ said we would not be pei‘mitted. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL, LABOR REL. BOARD. 69G9 


As chairman of the General Body, I made that aniiouiice- 
inent to its nieinbers at the following meeting. It was felt 
at that time by the General Body that it still requested the 
service of Willard Brant, who was then clerk. 

I do not recall of any definite aetion concerning keeping 
them by Air. Bi*ant at that meeting, but 1 am sure at a n.eel- 
ing a motion was passed changing ^fr. Brant’s title 
140.38 fi'oni clei’k to recording secretary. 

At that meeting 1 recall—of course, I do not know 
who it was, but T recall of one of the em])loyees* rei>resen- 
tatives asking me if it had to be Willard Brant. T told him, 
‘*Xo. It could be anybody,” and he came back and said, 
“Xo etTonse to Mr. Brant. T just wanted to know.*’ 

T had announced to the General Bodv that it would be our 

* ; 

job to comiHUisate Mr. Brant for his services. The com- 
]>any could not pay him for taking the minutes. T had 
talked to- Mr. Brant in the month of A]n‘il in regard to this 
matter. 

Q. What did you say to liim in substance, as you remem¬ 
ber, and wliat did he say, if anything? A. Bight aftei' Mr. 
Bvans had notified me of the comiianyV decision, I went 
ovei‘ and (*.Kplained it to Mr. Bi-ant, and we came to a woik- 
ing agreement. 

Mr. Hose: ^lay we have the conversation? 

Trial Examiner P>looni: T(*II us what was said. 

The Witness: I explained to Mr. Brant that Mr. Evans 
had just notified me tliat llu* conijiany could no longer pay 
him wiiil(‘ he was taking minutes, at our Gen(*ral Body meet¬ 
ings. and 1 told him he knew tin* (bmeral Botly liad re¬ 
quested his service and asked him if he would not go along 
witli ns on a set-u]t that would be worked out as soon 
14(1*19 as ])ossible to compensate him for time lost at Gen¬ 
era! Ibwly meetings while he was taking the minutes. 

Mr. F^rant agi'oed to go aUnig until we could work out in 
d(‘tail just wliat it would b(‘. 

(j). So lu* took tli(‘ minutes of tiu* ni(‘etings, the notes, as 
yon <Icscribed them, in full? A. Yes. sir, 

((). Did Mr. F^ranl tlum act in that capacity for the bal- 
an(M> of 19.'»7-1!13S t(‘rm. or not? .\. Yes, sii*. lie did; and 
was paid tVn* his services. 
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Q. Was Mf. Brant, as far as you know, paid by the coni- 
j>any for tlie time which he took or used in taking minutes 
at the March meeting, 1937, the reorganization meeting? 
A. Marcli, 1937—yes, lie was paid by the company. 

Q. How about April? A. Thereafter, he was paid by 
the Employees' Plan of Representation. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Exmniiu'r Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off’ the record.) 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, Mr. Williams, let us take up 
the General Body—talking of General Body minutes, after 
the change, and tell me what was done in detail, so 
14040 far as you can? A. I do not have to repeat my con¬ 
versation with Mr. Horning? 

Q. Xo, you told us about that. 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: Xo. Von just told us about that. 

The Witness: Well, Mr. Braiit would take the notes or 
so on at the General Body meeting. Then he would write 
out in detail a draft, 1 ‘ather, of the General Body meeting 
minutes. 

Q. (By Ml*. F^roun) That is, as he had dont* before, was it ? 
A. As he had done before. Then I would go over, call his 
attention to anything which I might question and authorize 
him to then put them in on the record b(X)k, laying right 
there (indicating), and sign my name and Mr. Horning's 
to it. 

(^. Would you then authorize him to keep — A. To 
keep the draft as he had it before you in longhand. 

Q. Is that the same book you referred to before which 
you also- said was on your counsel table? A. Xo, sir. 1 
was referring to the ones under it, prior to the Wagner Act. 

Q. It is a separate and different book? A. That 
14 »hI is true sir. Then 1 would read them again after he 
had them in that book. 

Q. In other woi’ds, you would see that he had properly 
copied them in there from what you had approved before? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Xow, then, you used the expression, “T would do 
that." Did you do that at each meeting? A. I did. 
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I then made a similar mistake of which I accused 
you. I asked if you did that at each meeting. T suppose 
it was after each meeting. A. I took it for granted that is 
what you meant. If 1 am wrong, i wish to correct it. 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: Oh, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Then what, if anything, was done 
with those minutes ! A. Those minutes were taken to the 
General Body meeting and ap]>roved. That is, the follow¬ 
ing General Body meeting, and read and approved. 

Q. They were read, were they? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I don't know whether you told me about whether or 
not the minutes of the General Body were read prior to 
tlie change, in the arrangement, or not; did 

14U42 you? A. Xo, sir. I did not, but they were not read 
then l)ecause—well, 1 was one of the representatives. 
At that time we raised i)articuiar liell. We could not see 
why we bad to set through a meeting and waste time I'cad- 
ing the same damn tiling we had reatl four or live times 
liefore and knew it was identically tlie same. 

Q. Because you had gotten cojiies of It aliead of time? 
A. That is true, and we ruled it out. 

y. But you did lead the Joint (’ommittet* minutes? A. 
That is true. They wei'e always read. I am just speaking 
of General Body, when I say that. 

Q. Why is it, Mr. Williams, that you read the General 
Body minutes ai'l(M- tlie change, but not before? A. You 
mean. I did not personally? 

y. No. W!iy was it they were read at the General Body 
meeting after the change and were not read befoi*e the 
cliange? A. liefore the change evtoy repi‘esentative I'e- 
ceived several copies of tli<*in. Tie was at tlie meeting and 
heard everything that went on, and if there was any doubt 
in his mind that anytliing was wrong at the General Body 
meeting he could have got uj) and (luestioned them. He was 
very familiar with the minutes. 

Aftei* the upholding of the Wagner Act, we weia* no longer 
mailing tliem into tlie tilant. We felt it was very 
14()4J necessary then to read the minutes then l‘oi* correc¬ 
tion. 

In other words, the membei‘s of the General Body 
did not have cojnes of these minutes? A. Xo, but they 
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could have to t]u‘ rocordini^ secrotarv at anv time and 
looked at IIkmii. 

Trial ExaiiiincM* Bloom: Ten o’clock. 

(Thereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p.iti., April 4, 1938, the hear¬ 
ing was adjourned until ten o’clock a.ni., April 5, 1938.) 

14047 “Cai>tion in Board (^ase designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

Bamiuet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
Tuesday, April 5, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for heaidng i)ursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial FiXaminer. 

Ap])ea ranees: 

Martin I. Rose, Esti., and Earle K. Shawe, Esip, (Wash¬ 
ington, I). Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Laboi* Relations I^oai'd. 

Hoyt A. Moore Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Es<i., and 
Eugene E. For<l, Es(i., (of the lirm of Fi-avatli, de 
(JersdortT, Swaine (!c Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
^'ork, N. Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

I). P. Weiiiier, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.) and 
Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsyl¬ 
vania), on l>ehalf of the Plan of Emi)loyees’ Re^ji'e- 
sentation at Cambria I^Iant of Bethlehem Steel (’om- 
pany, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Morgan V. Jom‘s. Ji*., Es(i., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania) of Counsel. 

14( )48 Procvcfl lugs 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Broun? 

Clare H. Williams ri‘sumed th(‘ stand as a witiu'ss by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, having been pi-evioiisly 
sworn, t(*stified finlhei* as follows: 
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Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr, Williams, when we stopped last 
night, I believe we were talking about the minutes of the 
General Body and the minutes of committees, and I think 
you told us about the method of preparation of General 
Body minutes after the change that you described as hav¬ 
ing taken place subsequent to the decision of the Supreme 
Court on the Wagner Act, or the National Labor Rela¬ 
tions Act, in April, 1937. 

I think that you told us that the minutes of the commit¬ 
tees and the Joint (’ommittees before the change were read 
at the General Body meetings? A. Yes. 

Q. Was that done aft(*r the change, or not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that they were read in the same way after 
14-U49 the change? A. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Broun: 1 am sorry, would you mind reading 
back the last i>art of iny statement? 

(The reporter repeated tJie last <iuestion as above set 
forth.) 

(By Mr. Broun) In asking you about the change, and 
wliat was done at that time, 1 tliink, Mr. Williams, that I 
asked the <iuestion with specific reference to the minutes 
of the General Body: now, is it the ease, or not, that the 
statement which vou told me .Mr. Evans made to vou after 
the decision and the statements which you made at the 
General Body meetings, the ehange that was made, applied 
to committee minutes and Joint (’oinmittee minutes as well 
as General Body minutes? 

Mr. Rose: That's objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion, I submit we have covered it. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, we iiave had the statement 
and the statement is in genei-al terms. Now, 1 merely want 
to find out if there was anything fui'ther said with respect 
to committee and .Joint (’ommittee minutes that wasn’t 
said with I’especl to General Ijody minutes, simjjiy because 
of the way 1 stated my question last night. 

If Ml'. Kose desires to have tlie whole thing i*e- 
140.30 peated. of course 1 am glad to have it repeated. 

Mr. Rose: That question doesn’t call for a state¬ 
ment, it calls for a conclusion. I suggest that you read 
what I said before. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let's read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: 1 withdraw the question and will state it 
this way, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was there anything further said at 
the time of the change than what you told us yesterday, that 
had reference to Joint Committee minutes or committee 
minutes ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I was notified at the same time 
that the same rule applied to the Joint and Standing Com¬ 
mittees. The company would no longer have anything to 
do with helping to prepare them. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, you say that Mr. Evans no¬ 
tified you to that effect? A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, did you give any notification to the General Body 
or to the committees in that regard? A. I did, 1 announced 
at the General Body and all committee members or 

14051 members of the Genei*al Body— 

Q. Well, was that the same announcement that you 
told us about yesterday? A. That is, sir. From time to 
time where I freshened their memory on it. 

Q. Now, you said yesterday, 1 believe, Mr. Williams, that 
before the change and in the 1936-37 Plan Year, with re¬ 
spect to Joint Committee and committee minutes, the notes 
or longhand minutes of the secretaries as to Standing Com¬ 
mittees, and of Brant and Fisher as to Joint Committees, 
the minutes they took, were taken in a notebook which was 
used as it was filled up: during the time after the change 
in 1937 to ’38, do you know whether or not the Standing 
Committee and Joint (’oinmittee minutes were taken in a 
single notebook? A. What do you mean by single note¬ 
book? 

14052 Q. Well, in other words T want to know if the same 
practice was continued after the change throughout 

1937-33 year with respect to the Standing and Joint Com¬ 
mittee minutes as went on in 19.36-37? A. No, each com¬ 
mittee was furnished with a separate notebook. 
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Q. Now can you tell us about the funiishing of those 
notebooks; did you have anything to do with it? A. Yes, I 
did. 

Q. Did you furnish them? A. Yes, sir, the Flan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation purchased the notebooks. I, per¬ 
sonally, saw that they got to the secretaries of the differ¬ 
ent committees. 

Q. Does that mean that you gave one notebook to each 
secretary? A. That’s right, one to a standing committee 
and one to a Joint Committee. There was five different 
committees. 

Q. Now will you then tell me what was done in the 1937-38 
year, that is after the change by the secretaries of the com¬ 
mittees, or whoever it was that did it, in regard to taking j 
the minutes of the Standing Committees? A. The secre¬ 
taries of the committees were instructed to use these ste¬ 
nographer’s notebooks for taking the notes or the minutes, j 
whichever way they -wanted to do, to take it in detail 
14053 or write it out, that was entirely up to them, and 

those minutes to record the minutes in the record I 
book such as that one laying on the top of the desk there ! 
by Mr. Jones. 

Q. You are referring to the same one that you referred to 
yesterday? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As the minute-book of the General Body meetings ? A. 
That is correct, sir. 

Q. Were they taken in the same book as the General 
Body minutes or different books? A. No, sir, different 
books. 

Q. Were the minutes of all the Standing Committees in 
a single book or not? A. No, no, each committee, each 
Standing Committee, had a book, each Joint Committee had 
a book. 

Q. And that is— A. And the General Body had a book. 

Q. Is that a different book from the notebook in which the 
notes -were taken or the longhand minutes? A. Yes, sir, 
the record book there. 

Q. Now go ahead, please— 

Mr. Rose: Now can’t we have when this occurred, 
where ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is fixed as the practice 
after the change. 
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14054 Trial Examiner Bloom: After the change in 
April, 1937. 

Mr. Rose: Was this done at a meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This was the procedure, as I 
understand it, from the testimony of the witness, that was 
followed with respect to the minutes. Now you mean 
whether the procedure was changed at a meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That^s right, he said he instructed the sec¬ 
retaries of the committees. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Williams, will you tell 
me ’whether, when you instructed the secretaries of com¬ 
mittees what they should do, if that was at a meeting or 
not? A. Some may have been, others no. I didn’t wait 
until their meeting to instruct them. In most cases it 
wasn’t at a meeting. 

14055 Q. But you did it personally ? A. I did; yes, sir. 

Q. Now, who furnished the record books you told 

us about to the members of tre committee or the secretary 
of the committee? A. They were purchased by the Plan 
of Employees ’ Representation. 

Q. And one record book was given to the secretary of 
each committee ? A. That is right. 

Q. And each Joint Committee— A. That is right, and 
one to the recording secretary of the General Body. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, may we know -what is meant 
by a record book? There has been reference to notebooks. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: You can clear that up later. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you go ahead so that we will 
know just what was done from beginning to end with re¬ 
spect to taking of Standing Committee minutes in the 
1937-38 Year, unless you already told us all about it, Mr. 
Williams. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is, after the change? 

Mr. Broun: After the change, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You supplied the secretaries with 
the notebooks and the record book. Notes were 

14056 taken down and transferred to the record book. 

Now, was anything done with respect to checking? 
A. The minutes of that meeting—that is, I mean, at the 
meeting, the Standing and Joint Committee meetings were 
read at the General Body, and were at the committees 1 
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attended read at the committee meeting, and that practice 
should have been general and followed out. 

Q. The minutes of the preceding meeting should be read 
at the next meeting? A. The Standing Committees would 
read their minutes at the next committee meeting. 

Q. And the Joint Committee? A. They alternate reading 
them. 

Q. Let us take a Joint Committee meeting in July. When 
would those minutes be read? A. If it happened to be a 
Joint Committee meeting, in the month of July— 

Q. It would be read at the next Joint Committee meet¬ 
ing? A. It would be read at the next Joint Committee meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. Do you know where the notebook and minute books, 
record books, were kept in 1937-1938 term? A. By the sec¬ 
retaries of the committees. 

Q. Do you know whether or not they were kept in Mr. 

Roberts’ office? A. They were not. 

14057 Mr. Rose: Do you refer to after the change? 

Mr. Broun; That is what the question was in¬ 
tended to refer to. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you so understand me, Mr, Wil¬ 
liams? A. I understood you to say after 1937-1938; yes, 
sir. 

Q. Now, I asked you mainly about Standing Committee 
minutes, but in your answers you referred to Standing and 
Joint, as I understood you. Does that mean that the prac¬ 
tice was the same, or was there any difference in 1937- 
1938 ? A. The practice was the same. 

Q. You understood me to mean 1937-1938, after the 
change took place? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, do you know how the minutes of the meetings 
of the General Body were preserved or kept after the 
change? A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. W’^ill you tell me about that, please? A. They were 
kept by the recording secretary, Willard Brant, under the 
orders of myself and the secretary of the General Body, 
Russell Horning. 

Q. I believe you told me—I am not sure—about the keep¬ 
ing of General Body minutes before the change; did you? 

I think you said they were kept by the recording 

14058 secretary also; did you not? 
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Trial Exainhier Blooiu: Bead that question to the 
witness, 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Perhaps the word “kept” is what 
leads you to doubt, ^rr. 'Williams. I do not mean kept by 
taking the minutes, but merely preserved; kept in the pos¬ 
session of? A. I do not recall saying that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, who did have physical 
possession of minutes prior to the change in April, 1937? 
Is that your question? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. I thought he said recording secre¬ 
tary. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Perhaps you told me they were kept 
in the custodv of the secretarv or recording secretarv? A. 
I did. 

Q. Will you tell me that again? A. I think that is what 
I said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us again, so it will be clear 
in the record. 

The Witness: Each secretary was responsible for his 
book of minutes, and it was arranged to keep them— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun). I am talking about the Gen- 
14059 oral Body minutes. A. Oh, the General Body? 

Q. Yes. A. The same applied to them. Their sec¬ 
retary was responsible for them and we kept them in the 
office of Mr. Roberts at a convenient place, and which wc 
arranged, or any time we wanted them it was centrally 
located, and we could pick them up. 

Q. That was not true after the change? A. That was not 
true after the change. 

Q. Mr. Williams, did you as chainnan of the General 
Body have anything to do with any of the meetings of the 
Standing Committees in 1937-1938? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. What does counsel mean 
by having anything to do with any of the meetings 1 

Q. (By Mr. Bi‘oun) Did you attend any of those meet¬ 
ings? 

The Witness: Should I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, attend is the word. 
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Q. (By Mr, Broun) Did you attend any of the Stand¬ 
ing Committee meetings in 1937-1938? A. Only at the be¬ 
ginning of the organization meeting of the Standing Com¬ 
mittees. I, as presiding officer at the General Body, act as 
temporary chairman till the secretary is elected, then I re¬ 
tire from the meeting. 

Q. In wliat month were the organization meetings 

14060 of the Standing Committees held in the 1937-1938 
term? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. Your voice 
dropped dovm, Mr. Broun. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: The month of April. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you attend at the beginning, as 
you described, of the No. 3 Standing Committee in April, 
1937? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. The meeting of the committee? A. Yes, sir, the Stand¬ 
ing Committee? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you stay through the whole of that meeting, or 
not? A. I did not. 

Q. "Wlien did you leave, after the secretary was elected, 
as you descril)ed, or not? A. After the secretary was 
elected and any instructions that I may have had such as 
the proposed dates or the jdaiis of the order for their 
meetings. 

Q. Were probable dates approved at first meetings, or 
not? A. Yes, sir, they were. 

14061 Q. Did you hear in any way what took place at 
that meeting, the No. 3 Standing Committee, in 

April, 1937, after 3 "ou left the meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. At this 
time the man said he was not at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, Mr. Re¬ 
porter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 


i 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the point of the ques¬ 
tion? I do not quite get it. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think that it will develop— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: W^ell, I will let him answer 
subject to connection. Go ahead. 

The Witness: Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Now, will you describe or tell me 
what you heard and how you heard it? A. The next day 
or so Mr. Keller, who was chairman—elected chairman of 
the Standing Committee—talked to me at length in re¬ 
gards to the meeting, and what had gone on at the meeting, 
and I talked to Daniel Burns, another member of the com¬ 
mittee, and Mr, Keller told me that he had been elected 
trustee of the relief plan for the employees’ inter- 

14062 ests. 

Q. Now, do you— 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the answer, Mr. Examiner. 
In the first place, it seems to be a conclusion—^the conver¬ 
sations. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. The mo¬ 
tion to strike is denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Keller or Mr. Bums say 
anything to you about the vote at the meeting on any sub¬ 
ject? A. Yes, sir, he did. He talked to me about the vote 
on an alternate for the trustee in the relief plan. He told 
me the vote being four to one for Mr. Underwood, and he 
jumped me, and wanted to know how the hell that ever got 
out. 

At that time I understand that Mr. Brady had talked to 
him about the four to one vote, and he asked me if I knew 
how in the hell Brady found that out. 

Q. This is—Mr, Keller asked you? A. Mr. Keller, yes. 

Q. Well now, was it or not the practice that the vote 
should be recorded or found out? 

Mr. Rose: Well now, I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 
The minutes were taken of the meeting, I assume. The 
practice does not apply if some man took minutes of the 
meeting. 

Mr. Broun: This man can testify to a custom or 

14063 practice, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: He is talking about a particular in¬ 


cident. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. | 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set j 
forth.) j 

Mr. Broun: The question relates to the previous an- | 
swer also, Mr. Examiner. 1 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection, 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Do you know whether or not any 
action was ever taken by the General Body or the com¬ 
mittee with respect to recording votes on motions at meet¬ 
ings to distinguish from the decision on the motion? A. 
Yes, sir. There was the motion passed— 

Mr. Rose: May we know when, Mr. Examiner ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is, as I understand it, Mr. 
Broun, referring to the general procedure of recording 
votes at the General Body ? 

Mr. Broun: Or committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or committee meetings. 

Mr. Broun: And the witness answered yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us have some time limit 
fixed. I 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us, Mr. Will- | 

14064 iams, about that and when the action, if any, was 
taken ? A. I could not name the exact date. That is 

pretty near impossible for anybody to do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Give us the year then, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams. 

The Witness: I would not attempt to do that neither be¬ 
cause this happened more than once, and I have been a 
member of the General Body for a period of ten years, and 
naturally I do not recall every litle snap of the finger that 
happened in ten years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You would have to be a miracle 
man. 

The Witness: I hope to tell you. 

14065 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us what the ac¬ 
tion was? 

Mr. Rose: I object to it on those grounds. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. 

The Witness: I recall action taken several times at 
General Body meetings and at committee meetings at which 
I have attended, where it was the custom, unless by special 
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request, the results would be recorded, but not by vote. By 
that I mean we would not record the results of a vote like 
ten for and two opposed. 

Mr. Rose: Is this a motion? I don’t understand. Was 
it a motion made at committee meetings, or did someone 
make a speech about it? 

The Witness: I said a motion was passed— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the motion? 

Mr. Rose: I object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Object to what? 

Mr. Rose: I object to this— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Make a motion to strike. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that counsel for the Board 
should let the witness finish his answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Finish the answer, and if you 
want to make a motion to strike, make the motion to strike, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) As I understand it, this matter was 
discussed, or talked of, at committee meetings you 
14066 attended, as well as the General Body? A. That is 
true. 

Q. Will you continue your answer and explain just what 
was said, the substance of what was said? I do not expect 
you to remember the exact language. A. I specifically recall 
a committee meeting which I attended. The question came 
up -with regards to secret ballot and voting by roll call and 
so on, and there was quite a debate on the question of a 
secret ballot; that what good was it if you voted a secret 
ballot and then recorded what happened. 

Q. You mean, recorded the number of votes— A. That’s 
right, and hovr every man voted, unless by special request. 
It -was decided we should vote that way, as to give a man 
a full opportunity to vote as he pleased, without any mem¬ 
ber of the comnuttee knowing how he voted, and just re¬ 
cord the result as either lost or— 

Mr. Rose: Well, I move to strike the answer as too in¬ 
definite and vague, and not stating what occurred at the 
meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, do you know whether 
or not in the 1936-1937 Plan Year, the minutes of meetings 
of committees recorded the number of votes for and 
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against motions, or not? A. 1936-1937—no, sir, it 

14067 did not. 

Q. Just the results? A. Just the results; correct. 

Q. Is that true or not in 1937-1938? A. To the best of 
my knowledge, that is true in 1937-1938. j 

Q. And did that apply to Joint Committee minutes also, ! 
or not? A. Joint Committees at which I attended—^yes. 

Q. And how about the General Body? A. Yes. 

Q. Both 1936-1937 and 1937-1938? A. Yes. 

Q. You told me yesterday, I think, Mr. Williams, some- j 
thing about the correction of minutes of the General Body 
meetings. Do you remember any specific instances of cor¬ 
rection of minutes of General Body meetings as you de- I 
scribed at the next meeting? A. Yes, I do. I recall a gen¬ 
tleman by the name of Mr. Strange, a representative from 
the Gautier Mills. By that I mean, the 9" 2 and 10" Mills 
having made a statement at the April meeting which, he 
felt, had not been clarified in the minutes, and asked for 
it to be cleared up. 

That was in regards to a statement he had made 

14068 about men that would have to work on holidays, or 
something To that effect; that they should be so¬ 
licited, and ask the men that wanted to work, and lean over 
backwards as far as they could to leave the men that ' 
wanted to— 

Q. Solicit by the company, you mean to say, if they 
wanted to work? A. That is correct. That is what I meant, 
and I believe at that meeting there was a correction made 
on a name. 

We had two Burnses, a Daniel Burns and a John Bums, 
and I think on the roll call, in reading the committee min¬ 
utes, John Burns was read instead of Daniel Burns. 

Q, And that was made? A. Yes, it was. 

Q. And was the correction made as Mr. Strange sug¬ 
gested, or not? A. Yes, sir, it was; at another time I 
recall, Sidney Killian— 

Q. How do you spell that name? A. K-i-l-l-i-a-n, Killian 
raising a point of order in regards to the question of paid 
vacations and at that time he stated that he thought his 
remarks had been misunderstood by the majority of the 
members of the General Body, and the clerk or the record- 
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ing secretary, and also by some of his men in the depart¬ 
ment, and he wished to make himself clear at that time, and 
that— 

14069 Q. Did he state what he meant or not? A. Yes, he 
did. 

Q. Was the correction made, or not? A. It was. 

Q. It was? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, may I have Board’s Exhibit 
No. 13, Please? 

(Thereupon, the exhibit was produced.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you, Mr. Williams, Board’s 
Exhibit No. 13, and ask you if you know what it is? A. 
Yes, sir. It is the exact copy of the minutes of April 28, 
1937, That is, the General Body meeting of April 28, 
1937. 

14070 Q. Were those the minutes that you referred to as 
having been corrected, or of the meeting at which 

corrections were made? A. Yes. 

Q. One of the meetings? A. Some of them, this correc¬ 
tion here of Bums is here, and Strange’s, that is two of 
them. 

Q. So that those minutes contain a record of the two of 
the corrections that vou have referred to in your testimony? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. Williams, was the statement of any motion that 
was made at any General Body meeting which you attended 
ever omitted from the minutes of that meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Positively no. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that true, or not, of minutes of 
meetings of the Standing Committees which you attended? 
A. That is. 

Q. Is it true or not of minutes of meetings of Joint Com¬ 
mittees which you attended? A. That is. 

Q. Was the statement in the minutes of what took 

14071 place at any General Body meeting rearranged from 
the order in which matters were actually taken up in 

such a way as to change the meaning of the statement of 
what took place at the meeting? 
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Mr. Rose: That’s objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that true, or not, of meetings of 
Standing Committees which you attended? A. You mean 
they were changed again? 

Q. Will you read back the preceding question, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Now read the pending question. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Witness: You mean that is— 

Mr. Broun: I want to know if whether the statement of 
what took place at any Standing Committee which you at¬ 
tended was rearranged from the order in which matters 
were actually taken up in such a way as to change the mean¬ 
ing of the statement of what took place at the meeting. 

The Witness; No, sir, 

14072 Mr. Rose: I move to strike, I don’t understand 
what that question means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Triai Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, did the minutes of meetings 
of Standing Committees which you attended, correctly re¬ 
cord what had taken place at those meetings? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: I have an objection to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Triai Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did the minutes of meetings of Joint 
Committees which you attended correctly record what took 
place at those meetings? 

Mr. Rose; Objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please, Mr. Rose— 

Mr. Broun: I would like the question read back. 

Mr, Rose: I am sorry. I thought he had finished. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 
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Trial Exainiiier Bloom: Is there an objection! 

Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. 

14073 Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer, Mr. 
Witness. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And did they record all that took 
place? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did the minutes of Standing Committees record all 
that took place at those meetings? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was the statement of any part of any motion or of 
any other matter which was considered at a general body 
meeting omitted from the minutes of the meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to as vague, indefinite, call¬ 
ing for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Would your answer be the same as 
to minutes of Standing Committee meetings? A. Yes, sir. 
Q, And Joint Committee meetings? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell me, Mr. Williams, on what date the meet¬ 
ing of the No. 3 Standing Committee in April, 1937 

14074 about w'hich we talked a few minutes ago was held; 
perhaps if I can show you Board’s Exhibit 10 you 
can refresh your recollection. 

14075 Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones has given me a copy of it, 
if that is satisfactory to you, is it not, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. Will you read the 
question back, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Now, I show you, Mr. Williams, Board Ex¬ 
hibit 10, and ask you if, after looking at it, you could re¬ 
fresh your recollection as to the date. 

(Thereupon, Board Exhibit No. 10 was passed to the 
witness.) 

The Witness: Yes, sir, April 22nd, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) 1937? A. 1937. 
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Q. You have told us, then, Mr. Williams, that minutes of 
General Body and of Joint and Standing Committees were 
sent to the employees’ representatives through inter-plant 
mail prior to the time that the change was made after the 
Supreme Court decision on the Wagner Act? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, can you tell me whether or not they have been 
sent through the inter-plant mail since the change in the 
1937-38 term? A. No, sir, they have not. 

Q. You have yourself, as I understand it, received 

14076 minutes prior to the change in the inter-plant mail? 
A. That’s right, sir. 

Q. Did you receive anything else beside minutes and mat¬ 
ters relating to the Plan in that mail? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Can you tell me some of the other things that you have 
received? A. I have received personal mail that came 
through the Post Office and then in through inter-plant mail 
to me down in the shop. I received post-cards from gen¬ 
tlemen who have been on vacations, I received the copy of, 
I guess a copy of, this complaint and charges or whatever 
it might be, of this hearing here through inter-plant mail. 

Q. Had that been sent to you by United States mail orig¬ 
inally? A. That’s right, sir. 

Q. Have you ever received any communication of any 
sort addressed to you at the plant or care of Bethlehem 
Steel Company, Johnstown, that didn’t reach you through 
inter-plant mail ? A. How is that question again, did I ever 
receive— 

Q. T want to find out, did you ever receive any mail or 
other communication addressed to you in care of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company, Johnstown, or at the plant and not 
get it through inter-plant mail? 

14077 Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, Mr. Examiner, I 
don’t understand what counsel means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. Do you un¬ 
derstand the question? 

The Witness: Yes, I think I do, did I ever receive any 
mail at Bethlehem except through the inter-plant mail? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

The Witness: No, sir, all through inter-plant mail, if it 
was addressed to Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know whether or not it is the 
regular custom for mail received from someone outside of 
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Johnstown addressed to employees of the plant to be 
delivered in inter-plant mail? A. Yes, I certainly do, I 
worked in the Mail Bureau. 

Q. You did? A. Yes, sir, I was messenger and I was 
chief messenger and I know at that time my instructions 
were to bend over backwards to locate the man, because 
sometimes mail comes in with just “John Jones” and may¬ 
be no middle initial. We will go over to the record office 
and check up to see whether, where John Jones worked, 
and how many John Joneses there was, and so on like that, 
and make an attempt to locate the gentleman that that 
letter belonged to, or card, or whatever it might be. 

14078 Q. That was mail that might come through United 
States mail from anywhere addressed to the man at 

the plant? A. That is what I am referring to. 

Q. In so far as you know, is the practice the same in 1936 
and ’37 and ’38 as it was when you worked in the Mail 
Department? A. So far as I know, yes. 

Q. Now', you have told us, I believe, that the minutes of 
meetings under the Plan before the change that we have 
referred to and in 1936 and ’37, as well as perhaps prior 
to that, were tacked up or posted by the representatives 
in the plant, is that right? A. Yes, sir, that’s right, sir, 

Q. Do you know whether or not that was done in 1937 
and ’38 after the change? A. No, sir, it was not done, they 
didn’t get a copy to tack. 

Q. Well, you told me that Mr. Evans had said something 
to you about the posting of minutes? A. Yes. 

Q. Were there any orders with respect to it? A. Yes, sir, 
as I have said before, Mr. Evans notified me that we would 
no longer be permitted to post our minutes on the bulletin 
board. 

Q. Or send them through the inter-plant mail, you 

14079 said, didn’t you? A. Or send them through the in¬ 
ter-plant mail, that is correct. 

Q. Did you make any statement with reference to the 
posting at any time after Evans told you that the minutes 
couldn’t be posted? A. I did, I announced that at the Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting. 

Q. Was that the same announcement that you told us 
about before? A. That’s right, sir. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL, VS. NATL. LABOE EEL. BOAED. 6989 

Q. Were minutes of any committee, Joint Committee or 
the General Body, while you were an employees’ represen¬ 
tative, or have been an employees’ representative, ever 
printed? A. Printed? 

Q. Yes. A. No, sir. 

Q. They were mimeographed up to the change? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Mr. Williams, is there any provision in the Plan with 
regard to an annual conference? A. Yes, sir, there is. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 177, and ask you to 
point out the provision, referring to it by section and page 
number, please. 

14080 (Thereupon, Respondents’ Exhibit 177 was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. Page 15, section 8, the whole of it. 

Q. When was the last annual conference held, if any 
were held? A. The month of February, 1937. 

Q. Were you present? A. Yes, I was. 

Q- Well, now, will you tell me about what took place at 
the conference, as you remember it, where it was? A. 
Where it was? 

Q. 'V\Tiere it was held? A. What place? 

Q. Yes. A. It was held over on the second floor of the 
General Ofiice Building, Locust Street, known as our Time 
Department. The annual conference opened up with a din¬ 
ner which was followed by speakers, some from the man¬ 
agement and some from the employees. 

Q. Was there any general discussion, or not? A. No, 
there was no general discussion. 

14081 Q. Do you know whether or not Mr. Eugene Grace 
was present at the meeting? A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. Did he say anything at the meeting? A. Yes, sir, he 
spoke at the meeting, 

Q. Do you remember what he said—^will you tell us what 
he said, please? A. I don’t remember what Mr. Grace said, 

Q. You do not? A. Not in detail, no, sir, 

Q. Well, do you know whether or not Mr. Grace said in 
words or substance that the Plan of Employees’ Represen¬ 
tation at the Cambria Plant would be in existence if there 
was only one employee left? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, Mr, Examiner, let’s have 
what the witness remembers, he said— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that questio-n. 

Mr. Rose: He said he doesn’t remember in detail. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I meant “one employees’ representative 
left,” I believe. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t recall that statement, but 

14082 I— 

Mr. Broun: He didn’t say that? 

A. He didn’t say it. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, if he answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, he said he didn’t 
recall that statement. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well now, Mr. Williams, who pro¬ 
vides for, makes aiTang:ements for, the annual conference? 
A. The Joint Committee on Rules. 

Q. There was not an annual conference held in 1938? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, is Mr. Broun asking the 
question or telling us ? 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw that question, the witness testi¬ 
fied to that because he said the last one was held in 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was there any discussion about 
holding an annual conference in 1938? A. Yes, sir, there 
was. 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: MTiat’s the objection? 

Mr. Rose: Well, when, where? 

Mr. Broun: That’s the next question, when and where. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is asking the witness, 

14083 “was there.” Now what is the objection to that 
particular question? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think it is too indefinite. 

Mr. Broun: I cannot see anything indefinite about ask¬ 
ing a specific question of whether or not there was a dis¬ 
cussion, ^[r. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: First you ask whether there 
was, then when it was, and then who was there. Now this is 
the first of the series. If the other questions don’t follow 
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you have a legitimate objection, but don’t object to every 
question just to object. 

Mr. Rose: I am not doing that, Mr. Examiner, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it sounds like it. Go 
ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Williams, will you tell us, 
please, when the discussion took place, and where, and what 
it was and who took part in it, just describe it for us as you 
remember it? A. In the last couple of years, at least, the 
annual conference has usually been held in the month of 
February. Of course I have had discussion with the differ¬ 
ent members of the No. 1 Standing Committee months be¬ 
fore that time, but when we were getting close to February 
I had a meeting with the members of the No. 1 Committee. 
By that I mean the Standing Committee, the Em- 

14084 ployees’ Committee, and there was quite a contro¬ 
versy arose in regards to the holding of an annual 

conference this year. 

I advised that the committee, I advised that we had better 
have a meeting with Mr. Jones, counsel for the Plan, which 
was held, and Mr. Jones advised us that the questions we 
asked him, from a legal standpoint, and it had been the feel¬ 
ing of different members that right now with this hearing 
going on and things in a sort of an unsettled state, I might 
say, that to prepare speeches and go to a lot of hard work 
w’ould just only add a burden. It was proposed at this 
meeting, that is I mean by that the Joint Committee meet¬ 
ing of No. 1, to postpone at this time the annual confer¬ 
ence. 

Q. And was any action taken on that proposal? A. I 
said at the Joint Committee action was taken. 

Q. To postpone it? A. To postpone it for the present 
time, correct. 

Q. Has there been any discussion about holding an an¬ 
nual conference for the Plan Year 1938-39? A. Hell, no, 
that is too far away to even worry about. 

Q. I believe you told us that you were chairman of the 
No. 5 Committee for the Plan Year 1936-37. A. Chairman 
of the No. 5 Joint Committee? 

Q. Yes. A. That’s right. 

14085 Q. Do you remember whether or not at any meet¬ 
ing of that committee any consideration was given to 
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a case involving a man named Spencer? A. Yes, there was, 
Q. Do you know what the Spencer case was about, what 
the question was? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell us what it was? A. Mr. Spencer was 
discharged for fighting in the mill. I don’t recall the name 
of the other employee that he had the fight with. 

Q. Was his name Soltis? A. That’s right, Soltis is cor¬ 
rect, and he had carried his case to the regular procedure 
on to the No. 2 Committee, that is No. 2 Joint Committee, 
and had appealed to the No. 5 Committee. 

Q. Does that mean that the No. 2 Committee hadn’t de¬ 
cided in his favor? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Does that mean that the No, 2 Joint Committee had 
not decided in Spencer’s favor? A. Well, it must be so, he 
appealed it, he wasn’t satisfied. 

Q. Well now, did Spencer appear at a meeting of your 
No. 5, Joint Committee? A. Yes, sir, he did. 

14086 Q. Did any others appear before your committee 
with respect to Mr. Spencer’s case, any other per¬ 
sons than members of the committee? A. Yes, the gentle¬ 
man he was fighting with was there. Mr. Raab appeared 
before the committee and Mr. Zeman, who handled the 
Spencer case, appeared before the committee. 

Q. Is Mr. Zeman in the courtroom now, in the hearing 
room? A. Yes, yes, sir. 

Q. Can you point him out, please ? A. Right back of Mr. 
Rose. 

Q. The man sitting just behind Mr. Rose? A.Yes, sir. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume there is no question 
about that. 

Mr. Rose: No, there isn’t. I don’t see the necessitv for 

it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is there any question 
about it ? 

Mr. Rose: There is no question about Mr. Zeman being 
in the room. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were Mr. Raab and Mr. Zeman, Mr. 
Spencer and Mr. Soltis all before your committee in the 
meeting at the same time together? A. No, sir, no, 
sir, 

14087 Q. Well, what was the procedure on that, what 
happened? A. There was a regular procedure of 

hearing one side, then the other side. 
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Q. Well, now, can you explain that a little bit more in j 
detail, was Mr. Raab on one side or another? A. Yes, Mr. j 
Raab was assistant superintendent of the electrical end of 
the work in the plant and Mr. Zeinan was a representative. 
We would hear the eo}npany’s reasons for the discharge of 
Mr. Spencer and what they had to say in their behalf. 

Q. Prom Mr. Raab, you mean? A. From Mr. Raab. 

Q. Yes. A. And then Mr. Zeman and Mr. Spencer was in¬ 
vited into the meeting and Mr. Raab was dismissed. 

Q. Now, then, did you hear Soltis, or not? A. Yes, and 
then, after Mr. Zeman, I think Mr. Spencer left the meet¬ 
ing, and Mr. Soltis came into the meeting. 

Q. So that Spencer and Soltis weren’t in the meeting at 
the same time? A. No, they were not. 

Q. And Raab wasn’t there when either one of the others j 
were? A. No, sir, not that I recall. i 

Q. You say Mr. Zeman represented Mr. Spencer? 

14088 A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether or not he was Mr. Spen¬ 
cer’s regular employees’ representative, or was he the em- j 
ployees’ representative in Mr. Spencer’s department? A. 

I didn’t know and didn’t give a damn, so long as it was 
satisfactory to all parties concerned, that is all I cared about 
and that Mr. Spencer was being represented, I didn’t check 
that, I don’t know. 

Q. You don’t know? A. That is true. 

Q. Did Spencer at any time that he was at the meeting in 
words or substance request or demand that Mr. Raab and 
Mr. Soltis be present in the meeting at the same time that 
he, Spencer, was present? A. Not that I know of, at the 
No. 5 Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

14089 Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please 
come to order. 

Mr. Broun: May I have the last question read, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, was Mr. Bennett pres¬ 
ent at the meeting of the No. 5 Joint Committee that con¬ 
sidered the Spencer case? A. No. Mr. Bennett was not at 
the No. 5 meeting. 

Q. Did Mr. Spencer at any time during that meeting, in 
words or substance, request or demand that ^Ir. Bennett 
or Mr. Soltis be i)resent at the meeting of the No. 5 Joint 
Committee while he, Mr. Spencer, was also present? A. 
No, he did not. 

Q. Did you understand by “Mr. Bennett” that I was 
speaking of AVilliam Bennett, the superintendent of the 
Gautier Division? A. I did, sir. 

Q. Is the name of the superintendent of the Gautier Di¬ 
vision William Bennett? A. We call him Bill, that is what 
I know him by, so it must be William. 

Q. Thank you. Were there any statements made at all 
about having Mr. Raab or Mr. Bennett and Mr. Sol- 
14090 tis present at the meeting of the committee at the 
same time that Mr. Spencer was present? A. No. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question back, please, 
Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repealed the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Spencer, Mr. Williams, at 
that meeting of the No. 5 Joint Committee make any claim 
or statement to the etfect that he had been discharged for 
union activity? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me about that, please, what he said and 
what was done, if you remember? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you read that back, 
please? The street car went by, and if I did not hear it, 
I am reasonably sure Mr. Williams did not hear it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Is that what you wanted? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the prior question, please, 
Mr. Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions as above 
set forth.) 
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14091 Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Have you the question in 
mind, Mr. Williams? A. Yes, sir. Mr. Spencer said that 
he was not being discharged for fighting. He had been dis¬ 
charged because he belonged to the union, or words to that 
effect, and I as chairman jumped him and told him that his 
union affiliations, or belonging to the union did not mean a 
damn thing to me, and I assurred him that we were trying 
this case on its merits, and that had nothing to do with 
what he belonged to. 

I assured him I, for one, when I voted, did not bear in 
mind whether he was union or wasn’t union. 

Q. Was there any discussion—or were there any state¬ 
ments made by any other persons present in that regard? 
A. I do not recall of any others. 

Q. Did you read the minutes of that meeting after they 
had been prepared, as you have described? A. Yes, sir; I 
did. 

Q. Did those minutes correctly state what occurred at 
the meeting? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that as calling for a conclusion, 
Mr. Examiner. That is one of the issues in the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion. 

14092 Mr. Broun; No opportunity to argue that, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Yes, if you care to. 

Mr. Broun; It seems to me that an exactly similar state¬ 
ment of the question was asked, and sustained. What was 
the accuracy of the minutes of the meeting at which Mr. 
Williams was present. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is a distinction by rea¬ 
son of the fact that that is a very definite issue, and testi¬ 
mony has been adduced to the effect that certain things 
were said which were not contained in the minutes, and I 
think that if you care to show that the minutes are accu¬ 
rate, you might have, Mr. Broun, told us what went on at 
the meeting. Then we can determine from the testimony 
and from the minutes whether the minutes do accurately 
reflect. 

AVith respect to the other matters, that you asked similar 
questions about, there was no specific testimony, as I recall 
it, as to those other minutes, and obviously the only way 
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you could cover all of those minutes would be to have him 
state whether in his opinion, state what actually went on, 
unless you want to show the whole process of what went on 
at every meeting, covering every set of minutes, and that 
is something that I might have some objection to, whereas 
here we have a specific issue. 

Mr. Broun: The others were not challenged. 

14093 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Broun: And I was first going into the ques¬ 
tion of what did take place at the meeting, but I will adopt 
your suggestion and ask Mr. Williams to tell us, as he 
remembers it, the action that was taken by the No. 5 Joint 
Committee at the meeting which considered the Spencer 
case, and about which we have been talking. 

The AVitness: The meeting was called to order. The first 
one to enter the room was Mr. Zeman—that is, \nth the 
exception of the committee, I believe. 

Mr. Zeman took the chair at the head of the table beside 
me and briefly told me the history of the complaint of the 
case. 

I think at that time Mr. Zeman was told to bring in Mr. 
Spencer. Mr. Spencer—well, before Mr. Spencer was in¬ 
vited in, the minutes of No. 2 Joint Committee were road to 
the members of the No. 5 Joint Committee. Then Mr. 
Spencer was brought in, after— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Evans come to that meet¬ 
ing at all? A. Yes. He was invited in to that meeting at 
the beginning of the meeting. 

Q. He did not stay the whole meeting? A. No, just a 
very short while, and he just stated that everything had 
been agreed upon for this appeal. Then Mr. Spen- 

14094 eer, as I said, was brought into the meeting by Mr, 
Zeman. 

Q. Now, when did Mr. Raab come in, do you know? A. 
(No answer.) 

Q. I did not mean to interrupt you. Go ahead, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams. A. AVell, I am not too sure as to whether Mr. Raab 
was ahead of Mr. Spencer or not. I do not recall, but I 
know they were all in—whichever was in first told his side, 
what had happened, pleaded their own cases, and after they 
had been discharged, this Mr. Soltis, did you say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —Soltis— 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) I suggested his name was Soltis, and 
you seemed to think that was right ? A. That is right. Mr. 
Soltis was invited in, and a lot of questions were asked of 
different members of the committee to both Mr. Eaab and i 
Mr. Spencer, and I do not recall— I 

14095 Q, At the time each of them was in the meeting! 1 
A. Yes, and I do not recall Mr. Zenian having taken | 

a real active part at any time. He left Mr. Spencer talk ] 
for himself, and then those gentlemen were invited in, and 
he told his story, and the committee questioned him at 
length, and then they were all discharged and Mr. Miller 
was a member of the No. 5 Committee— that is, the Joint 
Committee. 

Q. Who was he! A. He was superintendent of the Main¬ 
tenance Department, which is a combination of the me¬ 
chanical shops and electric. 

The question came up with regards to Mr. Miller voting. 

It was felt from our side of the fence that Mr. Miller, being 
the other side, and as superintendent, would naturally vote 
agin him; so it was agreed that Mr. Miller would not have 
a vote, but that the other four members’ votes would count i 
one and one-quarter, so as to make the vote equal on both 1 
sides. 

Q. Is there any provision in the Plan about such a situa¬ 
tion? A. Yes, there is; and I instructed the committee, 
made sure it was clear in everybody’s minds as to just what 
was what there, reviewing the case, and explained to them 
that we were setting today as a higher court, who 

14096 should either sustain the decision of the No. 2 Com¬ 
mittee or not, with recommendations as to what may 

be the feeling of the committee. 

Q. The decision of the No. 2 Committee was what! A. To 
sustain the management, and I do not know—recommend 
mercy—in other words, what I mean is, the men said if Mr. 
Spencer could get another job somewhere else in the plant, 
this should not be held agin him in any shape or form. 

Q. And it did sustain the decision of Mr. Spencer? A. 
That is right, in this particular case; and after the secret 
ballot was taken, the decision of the No. 2 Committee was 
sustained. 

Q. Then, as I understand it, that was what took place at 
that meeting with respect to the Spencer case! A. Yes. 



G99S BKTII. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. KATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Mr. Spencer had gone. I did not see him again. Then 1 
told Mr. Zenian out in the hall the decision, and I think I 
asked him at that time where is Mr. Spencer, and he said, 
“Oh, he went.” 

Q. "Was any other case or any other matter considered at 
that meeting in addition to the Spencer case? A. No, sir. 
I believe that was a special meeting called—yes. Yes, there 
was. There was a special meeting, and we had another case 
there. It was an appeal case from the No. 2 Committee 
concerning wages. 

14097 Q. Well, but that was different from the Spencer 
case? A. Oh, yes. Yes, that was a separate case, 

but it went on at the same meeting, I believe before Mr. 
Spencer’s case, if I am not mistaken. 

Q. Did Mr. Zenian say anything at the time Mr. Spencer 
made his statement about union membership, in the com¬ 
mittee meeting? A. No, 1 do not recall Mr. Zeman making 
a statement about it. Mr. Zeman, as I said, permitted Mr. 
Spencer to do practically all his own talking. 

Q. I show you, Mr. Williams, Board’s Exhibit No. 14— 
off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I ask you to tell me, if you know, 
what that is, 

(Thereupon, the witness read the document handed to 
him.) 

The Witness: That is a copy of the minutes of the meet¬ 
ing I am talking about. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What date was that meeting held 
on ? A. January 5, 1937. 

Q. I show you the exhibit again, Board’s Exhibit No. 14, 
and ask you now that you refreshed your memory by 

14098 examining it, if you can tell me who was asked into 
the meeting, first, on the Spencer case, Mr. Raab or 

Mr. Spencer or Mr. Zeman, or who? A. Mr. Zeman and 
Mr. Spencer. 

Q. And then who came in? A. Mr. Soltis next. 

Q. And after Mr. Soltis? A. Mr. Raab. 
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Q. And those were the only ones— A. Before any of 
them, Mr. Evans had entered. 

Q. And had he left before any of them came in'? A. That 
is I’ight. 

Q. Well, was it before or after the discussion of the 
Spencer case when Mr. Spencer and Mr. Zeman and Mr. 
Raab were present at one time or another that the deci¬ 
sion was made about Mr. Miller not voting? A. That was 
before. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, and ask you to point out the provision in the Plan 
which you told me governed the question of the manage- 
]nent’s representatives having more votes—each manage¬ 
ment’s representative having more votes than he other¬ 
wise would because Mr. Miller did not vote? It is mv un- 
derstanding that that is what you said was done. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177 was passed to the 

14099 witness.) 

A. That is right. Section 7, paragraph 5, on page 13. 

Q. Mr. Williams, did you have anything to do with the 
preparation of the minutes of the meeting of the No. 5 
Joint Committee on January 5, 1937 ? A. Did I have any¬ 
thing to do? 

Q. With the preparation of the minutes from the time 
the meeting was held till the minutes came back in mimeo¬ 
graphed form? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Will you tell me, having special reference to that 
meeting, what you did? A. I checked them with the clerk. 

Q. That was Mr. Brant, you mean? A. That was Mr. 
Brant, that’s right, for accuracy, as to what went on in the 
meetings, and before they were turned over to be put into 
the mimeographed form, and at the next meeting of the 
General Body those minutes were read, and at the next 
Joint Committee those minutes were read. 

Q. Do you know whether or not Mr. Zeman was present 
at the General Body meeting at which the minutes were 
read? A. Yes. 

Q. Did he make any objection to the minutes at that Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting? A. Not that I recall. There 

14100 was objection to them. 


I 
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Q. Dul ho i::ake any statenients tliat the minutes were 
inaccurate? A. Xot to me, not out—I mean, when I say 
not to me, as chairman. 

Q. Was any statement made to the meeting? A. No. 

Q. Did he make any statement that anything had been 
left out of the minutes? A. No, sir. 

Q. ^Ir. Williams, I understand that in answer to my ques¬ 
tion about whether or not Mr. Zeman was present at the 
meeting, your answer was in answer to the effect that you 
did not know wliethor or not he was present. That is not, 
of course, quite clear in the record. Do you know he was 
present or was not present? Was he present? A. That 
would be the General Body meeting in the month of 

14101 January, 1937. 

Q. All I want to find out is whether Zeman was 
present at the meeting at which these minutes were read, I 
just simply went back to it because of the phrasing of my 
(piestion, when you answered that you knew, I understood 
you to intend to say that Zeman was present, but I just 
wanted to get it clear on the record whether that was the 
case or not? 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that last remark of counsel, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last remark. 

(The reporter repeated the last statement as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken because it 
is quite apparent that the witness isn’t sure whether he 
was present. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I don’t think, Mr. Examiner, that 
that is a fair statement because I think my going back has 
tended to confuse the witness as to what I am asking him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tr\' it over again, let’s 
find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What I went to find out, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, is whether or not Zeman was })resent at the meeting 
of the General Body when the minutes of the No. 5 Joint 
Committee meeting held January 5, 1937 were read? 

14102 A. I think he was, yes, I am trying to think real 
hard, but I still think he was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me ^vhGtller or not 
there is anything stated in the minutes of the meeting of 
the Joint Committee in respect to the statement that Spen¬ 
cer made about union activity, and I show you Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 14. 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 14 was passed to the 
witness.) 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to that, after 
all, the minutes are in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last (luestion as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; lie mav answer. 

The Witness: And 1 suppose—am 1 supposed to look 
at this before I answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is a good idea. 

The Witness: All right. 

Mr. Broun: May I have the last remark? 

(The reporter repeated the last statement as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: That is what 1 intended that you do, Mr. 
Williams. 

14103 The Witness: No, there is nothing in the minutes 
to that etfect. 

O. (By Mr. Broun) Is there anything in the minutes 
about your telling John Zeman the decision in the hall or 
anywhere else? A. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is there anything in the minutes 
about your explanation that Spencer, as you have stated 
it, about your position with respect to his statement of 
union activities? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to on the same ground, the 
minutes are in evidence. 

The Witness: No, there is not. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When you checked the minutes for 
accuracy, as you have stated, did you have those various 
instances in mind? A. I did. 
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Mr. Rose: Well, I object to that, Mr. Examiner, and 
move to strike. It calls for a conclusion as to what this 
man had in mind. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it doesn’t call for a conclu¬ 
sion at all. 

Mr. Rose: It certainly calls for an operation of 

14104 the witness’ mind. 

Mr. Broun: The accuracy of the minutes is cer¬ 
tainly a fact. 

Mr. Rose: It calls for the operation of his mind to state 
today what he had in his mnd at the time he says he went 
over the nunutes. 

Mr, Broun: Who can know what the man considers when 
he is checking the accuracy of a record of events kept by 
the man himself? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; He may answer. 

The Witness: What was the question again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that was. Mr, Spencer’s remark 
and mine was considered the same thing as you have here 
off the record, it had no bearing whatsoever on the case and 
I talked about it at the time when we were preparing these 
minutes. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. You say you 
talked about it; will you develop that? 

Mr. Broun: You say you talked about it when you wrote 
the nunutes? 

The Witness: Yes. 

14105 Mr. Broun: With whom? 

The Witness: With Mr. Brant, the recording sec- 
] (tary, or clerk, at that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you tell us what you said 
about these off-the-record remarks? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Please do that, Mr. Williams. A. 
Yes, Mr. Brant had a note on that and we were there, we 
went over everything, every paragraph in detail and talked 
about it and I told him it was very unnecessary to have 
either one of those exhibits in there, that all that was done. 
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that I answered Mr. Spencer’s question off the record when 
he said he was being fired because he belonged to the union, 
or discharged because he belonged to the union, to clear 
Mr. Spencer’s mind, nobody else’s. 

My vote was not controlled by the management and I 
didn’t give a damn whether he belonged to the uiuon or 
not, that I was going to vote on the merits of the case and 
try to assure Mr. Spencer that he didn’t feel that way 
about it and I assured him as chairman of the committee I 
was going to instruct the committee not to do that. 

It all happened at one time, Mr. Bloom, what I mean by 
that, I didn’t think that was actually a part of the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember. Air. Wil- 

14106 liams, how long this meeting continued? A. No, I 
do not. 

Q. Approximately? A. Am I just guessing now? I 
mean, am I— 

Q. Well, if you haven’t any idea, I don’t want you to 
guess, no. 

The Witness: I wouldn’t— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Williams, I don’t think I 
am quite gifted enough to plum the depths of your mind, I 
doubt if Air. Broun or any of us are. 

Q. (By Air. Broun) No, I thought, Mr. AVilliams, that 
if you perhaps didn’t know exactly, but had a pretty good 
idea—all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You can give us an approxi- 
n.aticn. 

Air. Broun: I don’t want it, if you don’t remember,— 
just to make a blank guess, of course. 

The Witness: No, if I did that it would be like trying to 
tell you how long it took me to make water on January 5th, 
I couldn’t answer that. 

Q. (By Air. Broun) Did it take a considerable period of 
time or not? A. Oh, yes; I think every question was given 
a fair opportunity to be viewed; discussed and talked 
about. 

14107 Q. Fully considered, was it? A. Yes, sir, in my 
mind it was. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 14 again and ask you if 
looking at that you can tell me how long the meeting con¬ 
tinued? 
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(Board’s Exhibit 14 was passed to witness.) 

A. The meeting was called to order at two p.m. by my¬ 
self, and adjourned at five-twenty p.m., the same day. 

Q. Well, was more than half of the time or less than half 
of the time taken up on the Spencer case ? A. I don’t know. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit No. 14 again, Mr. Wit¬ 
ness, and ask you if looking at that you can tell me whether 
or not most of the time of the meeting was on the Spencer 
case? 

(Board’s Exhibit 14 was passed to witness.) 

Q. (Continuing) What I want to find out, Mr. Williams, 
is whether there was any important amount of time taken 
on other matters at the meeting besides the Spencer case I 
A. There was one other case handled, the request for an in¬ 
crease in wages for the keepers, hot blast men, and first 
lielpers and second helpers. 

Q. Did the consideration of that time, as you remember 
it, did the consideration of that take much time or not? A. 

No, I’d say not as long as the Spencer case did. I 
14108 would say that the greater part of the time, the 
majority of the time, was taken up -with the Spencer 

case. 

Q. I show you the exhibit again and call your attention 
to the end of it where your name is typed, apparently, or 
mimeographed, is it not? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell me whether or not you signed the origi¬ 
nal minutes? A. Yes, sir, I think I did. 

Q. Did you read the minutes before you signed them? A. 
Yes, several times. 

Q. Were you satisfied that they were accurate? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that as calling for a conclusion, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you told us all about 
these minutes, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I wanted to make sure at the time 
he signed them whether or not he adopted the minutes as 
his own, that is as an accurate statement of the meeting. 

Mr. Rose: I submit that calls for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 
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Q. (By Mr, Broun) Had the minutes of the meeting of 
the No. 2 Joint Committee which had considered the Spen¬ 
cer case been read at the General Body meeting before 
the No. 5 Committee took the case up' A. Yes, sir; 

14109 yes, they were. 

Q. Was John Zeman present at that meeting of the 
General Bodyf A. Yes, he was. 

Q. Did he make any statement at the meeting about the 
minutes of that Joint Committee, or object to it in any 
way? A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Did he make any claim or statement that anything was 
left out of the minutes t A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Did anyone at that meeting, as you remember it, the 
meeting of the General Body at which the minutes of the 
No. 2 Standing Committee were read, make any stateuicnt 
about the Spencer case? A. At which the No. 2 were read, 
did you say? 

Q. Y"es, the meeting of the General Body at which the 
No. 2 Joint Committee meeting minutes were read? A. 
Yes, sir, Nelson Keller, Nelson Keller explained the ac¬ 
tions of the No. 2 Committee and gave reasons for the de¬ 
cision they had arrived to. 

Mr. Rose: Could we have what was said, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us if you remember it, what 
was said and what Mr. Keller said, the substance of what 
he said. 

14110 Trial Examiner Bloom: AMiile you are doing it, 
could you tell us, please, when that meeting was of 

the General Body, I don’t believe we have had the date of 
that. 

The Witness: Either December 29th or 30th, 1936. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) All right, now tell us what Keller 
said as far as you remember it. A. Mr. Keller stated tliat 
the committee had fairly, or fairly tried the case, and that 
there was no other decision that they could arrive to than 
sustaining the management. 

Q. I didn’t quite hear you. A. He felt that there was no 
other decision that the committee could arrive to, no other 
fair decision that the committee could arrive to except sus¬ 
taining the management in Spencer’s discharge. 
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Q. Do you remember, Mr. 'Williams, what individual read 
the minutes of the No. 5, of the No. 2 Joint Committee at 
the General Body meeting at which they were read; do you 
know who the secretary of that committee was? A. I am 
trying to think. 

Q. Well, it isn’t important, but I thought you would re¬ 
member it, Mr. Williams. I withdraw the t|uestion. 

14111 The Witness: I believe it was Mr. Horning— 

Mr. Rose: 1 don’t think counsel can withdraw the 

question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why caiCt he withdraw the 
(luestion? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I would like the record to show that the 
witness doesn’t remember, that is all. 

Mr. Broun: He hasn’t said he didn't remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; He hasn’t said he doesn't re¬ 
member. 

Mr. Broun: I would be perfectly glad to sit here and 
wait until the witness searches his memory. 

Trial P]xaminor Bloom: Well, there is nothing pend¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Jones, do you happen to have the min¬ 
utes of the Plan— 

1 want the minutes of the January 1937 General Body 
meeting, and if you have them, Mr. Jones, 1 would like to 
see them. 

Mr. Jones: Yes, I do. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you a docu¬ 
ment headed, “Plan of Phnployees’ Representation at the 
Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company, minutes 
of meeting of the General Body, January 28, 1937,” and 
call your attention only to that part of the document which 
is at the top, down to the words “reading of miiiules 

14112 of committee meetings,” and ask you whether that, 
first, refreshes your recollection as to the date, or 

whether you can state what the date was of the General 
Body meeting at which the minutes of the No. 5 Joint Com¬ 
mittee held January 5, 1937 were read? 

(Document was passed to witness.) 

Mr. Rose: Well, I object to the reading of the document 
into evidence so far as counsel has done. 
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14113 Mr. Broun: I don’t think any document was read 
in evidence, I merely identified it, it seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, the meeting was held January 
28, 1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That was the meeting at which the 
minutes of the Joint Committee were read? A. That’s cor¬ 
rect, sir. 

Q. That is the No. 5 Joint Committee that I referred to? 
A. No. 5. 

Q. That’s right, isn’t it? A, Joint or Special? 

Q. Well, it was a special meeting, as I understand? A. 

Q. Of the No. 5 Joint Committee? A. Yes, all right. 

Q- Those minutes were read at that meeting on January 
28th, is that correct? A. That’s correct, sir. 

Q. Now, does looking at that part of the document to 
which I refer you refresh your recollection as to whether 
or not John Zeman was present at that meeting? 

Mr, Rose: That’s objected to, 1 think he has told us. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, he hasn’t told us— 

14114 Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, and answer 
that. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, John Zeman was present at that 
meeting. 

Mr. Broun: Do you care to look at this, Mr. Rose ? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, I would like to look at it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, will you, Mr. Williams, ex¬ 
plain to me what is done and how special meetings of 
Joint Committees are called under the Plan? A. Yes, sir, 
a special meeting of the Joint Committee is called on ap¬ 
proval of the chairman of the General Body and the man¬ 
agement’s special representative and the chairman of the 
Joint Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, what I would like to know is 
a little more detail, just what steps would be taken, what 
would be done in practice in the calling of special meetings 
of the Joint Committee? You have told us who has to 
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approve the meeting, now, just how does it eonie about 
that a meeting would be held? 

Take an example of some special meeting that has been 
held. A. Well, why not the Spencer case that we arc talk¬ 
ing about? 

14115 Q- All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is as good as any, 
go ahead. 

The Witness: That case had followed the regular pro¬ 
cedure up to the management's special representative and 
the general manager of the plant. 

^Fr. Spencer had been turned (.lown in his ajjpeal for re- 
instateiiient. It had gone through the regular routine or, 
rather, if it had gone througli the regular routiju* Mr. 
Zeman would probably have notified Mr. Evans that he 
wislietl to appeal that case to the Xo. 2 Joint Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, did you hear that 
when the street car went by? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

'The Witness: Then 1, as chairman of the (leiieral Body, 
would be notilied. 

(By .Mr. Broun) Who would have notilied you of 
tiiat? A. Well, 1 could be notilied from diflerent sources, 
Mr. 1‘X'ans could call iii(‘ and tell me lhat he had a riMpiest 
there foi- a Joint Committee meeting, or Mr. Zeman could 
hav(* called me and tohl me that he was api)ealing a case to 
the Joint Committee mt‘eting, Joint ('ommittee, or you 
could g(‘t it second-handed foi* that matter. 1 m(‘an, lu*- 
come acquainted with the fact tlie first time, anybody 
1411f> that Mr. Zeman or Mi*. Evans might mention it to 
and who would hapj)en to set* me wouhl say it to me. 

(J. (By Mr. Broun) You ai*e talking of whal the general 
}u*actice is with res]>ect to special meetings? A. Yes. 
that's I'ight. 

Q. Do yon I'cniember specifically whal was done on the 
Sp(mcer case or not? Yes, Mi*. i-Xans notiiie<l j>ie on 
that case, now, that is going clear up to Xo. 5. though. 

f>. I am talking about the special nu'eting of the Xo. .5 
Joint Committet*. A. N'es. Mi*. Evans notified me on that 


one. 
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Q. All right, now, go ahead and e.xplam the praetiee. A. 
Tho?i tlie ehairiiian of the General Body and Mr. Evans, 
the inanageiJient’s special representative, agree on ilie dale, 
place and time for this meeting and the chairman of the 
Joint ('ommittee is notified, and if Ihe date and time and 
])Iace ai*e satisfactory to him and meinbers of his commit- 
lee, wily, It is accepted and the meeting called by the chair¬ 
man of the Joint Committee. 

Q. You mean, he notifies the members;^ A. Well, no, our 
secretary of the General Body notifies tlie eniiiloyees' rep¬ 
resentatives. 

Q. And the management's representatives are notified 
by the managemenl, as far as you know/ A. I don't 
14-117 know, they take care of their own ^hirt^aiI. 

Q. Well, now, was that the practice in calling spe¬ 
cial m(‘etings of Joint Committees during all of the time 
tliat you were cliairman of the Hides Committee and of the 
General Body, that would be since IbJO, wiuddn't it/ A. 
Ves. 

Q. Now, was tliat tin* practice or nod/ A. I wouldn't 
know, 1 wasn't chairman of tin* General Body. 

Well, but you were on the Hides Conmiittei*, werim't 
yon/ A. Ves. 

Q. Wei!, now, wliat are the iirovisions of the Clan that 
co\'i‘r the calling oi’ sp<*cia! mcct’ng^ of .loint Coimi : 

is there a ]n*ovision of the Plan/ A. Vi‘s. 

Q. I show yon Itespomleiits' Exhibit 177, and ask yon tc 
jioint Old tf) me, please, sir— 

(Hespondents' Exhibit Xo. 177 was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) 

.\. Section 7, paragraidi 4. 

Cb That is on i)age IJ/ A. Page i:-!. 

C). IJ/ A. Ves. 

14118 (.^). Xow, that ])aragraph sets forth tin* ]u*o\’is;ons 

of the Plan about ealling special meetings of com¬ 
mittees, is tliat right? 

Ti'ial K xamiuer Bloom: Joint eo!imiitt<‘es / 

Mr. Broun: Joint eommittees. 

Tile Witness: That’s right. 

(j. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, what 1 want to find onT is how 
long Joint Coinmittoo meetings have been called as you 
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have described, in other words, how long the provisions of 
the Plan have been like that ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean as they appear in 
the Plan at the present time? 

Mr. Broun: As they appear in the plan at the present 
time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that ques¬ 
tion, Mr. 'Williams? 

The Witness; Yes. Am I allowed to look at this other 
book here ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly, anything you need. 

Mr. Broun: Would it help you to look at the exhibit you 
have got in your hand ? 

The Witness: Oh, all right. Yes, that has been the 
practice as far as I can remember. 

14119 Q. That has been what— A. That has been the 
regular provisions for that. 

Q. Do you know how long those provisions have been in 
the Plan? A. Y'es, October 23, 1935. 

Q. Then the provisions have been that way since October 
23, 1935, as far as you can remember? A. That is right, 
and that is as far back as I will go with this book; yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was the last part of his 
answer ? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

0- (By Mr. Broun) Has the management's si)ecial rep¬ 
resentative ever declined to agree to the holding of a spe¬ 
cial meeting of the Joint Committee while you have been 
chairman of the General Body? 

Mr. Rose: I object to it as calling for a conclusion. 

Mr. Broun: What is the objection? 

Mr. Rose: Calling for a conclusion, and also a conver¬ 
sation,— 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, how can that possibly— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

14120 The Witness: No, sir; they never have. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell me if the chair¬ 
man of a Joint Committee is always a superintendent? A. 
No. Positively no. I was chairman of the Joint Commit¬ 
tee No. 5 for the last two years, for six years on No. 1— 
I was chairman of five of them. 
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Q. Of a Joint Committee? A. Of a Joint Committe; yes, 
sir. 

Q. Well, does a superintendent always preside at a Joint 
Committee meeting? A. Does he always preside? 

Q. Yes. A. He does like hell, if I am the chairman of the 
committee. 

Q. In other words, the chairman presides; is that right? 
A. Undoubtedly, ves. 

Q. "Mr. Williams, have there ever been any meetings under 
the Plan held outside of the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You know that of your personal knowledge? A. I was 
at them; some of them. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, may I have Board’s Exhibit 
10? Do you know whether it is out or not? 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: I think it is in there. 

(Tliereupon, the document referred to was produced.) 

14121 Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you Board’s Exhibit 
No. 10, Mr. Williams, and ask you if you know when 

tliat was printed? A. Whether I know? 

Q. Yes. A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know anything about—did you have anything 
to do with any of the information contained on the card? 
A. Yes, sir. I had a vote in the electing of the employees’ 
representatives—that is, on this side (indicating). 

Q. By this side, you mean the side— A. Facing you. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me have it. I will describe 
it. That part of it which is headed with the words, “Plan 
of Employees’ Representation,” and has at the bottom, the 
last words are, “S. D. Evans.” 

Moore: You mean, that side of it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That side of it. Did I say— 
Mr. Moore: You said, “that part.” 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You were about to refer, I believe, 
to the other side, weren’t you? A. Yes, and I also ap¬ 
proved these dates for all of those committees, right after, 
I would say, the day following the General Body 

14122 meeting. That is, the reorganization meeting in 
^larch. 

Q. The one you said was held March 25th? A. Wlien I 
was elected chairman; that is correct. | 

Q. Are you referring to Standing Committees or Jointj 
Committees? A. I am referring to the whole works. j 
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Q. Both Standings Committees and Joint Committees? 
A. That is right. 

Q. "When you say you approved them, just what do you 
mean? A. I mean I got to—I drawed up a schedule. 

Q. By yourself? A. Of what I thought was the dates. 

Q. You drew that up yourself? A. Yes what I thought 
was one of the past year, and went to S. D. Evans, the 
management’s special representative, and told him as far 
as T was concerned, from our side, I thought these dates 
would be acceptable. 

Q. IVas that just after the reorganization meeting you 
described? A. About the day after. 

Q. Sometime in March, 1937? A. The day after the meet¬ 
ing— 

Q. You told us the meeting was held March 25th, 

14123 1937, did you not? A. Xo, I did not say that. 

Q. Well, do you know when it was held? A. No, 
I am not sure what exact date. It was the latter part of 
March. 

Q. 1937? A. That is right. 

(J. I see. Are the dates on that card of the General Body 
meetings as well as the committees and Joint Committees? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you include those in the information tliat you gave 
to Mr. Evans? A. Sir? 

Q. Did you include that information, the dates of the 
General Body meetings in the schedule that you made up? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you indicate where the 
General Body meetings do appear on that exhibit? 

The Witness: The last line, General Body, March 25th. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By ^[r. Broun) The schedule you gave Mr. Evans in¬ 
cluded that information, including General Body dates? A. 
That’s right. All these dates in here (indicating). 

14124 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Two o ’clock. 

(AVhereupon, at 1:00 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
to 2:00 o’clock p. m.) 


14129 
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After Recess I 

(Thereupon, the hearhij*' was resumed, pursuant to re-j 
cess, at two o'clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. Mr. Broun? 

Clare H. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) ]Mr. Williams, did you attend a Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting on June 11, 1937? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Was Mr. Ellicott present at that meeting? A. Yes, 
Mr. Ellicott came to that njeeting. 

Q. Was any other representative of the management 
present? A. Yes, sir, a Mr. Hough and Mr. S. D. Evans, 
the management’s special representative. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott say anything at that meeting? A. 
Yes, sir, he did. 

Q. Will you tell me about what he said, as you remem¬ 
ber it? A. Yes, Mr. Ellicott spoke about the rumor of a 
strike being called for eleven p. m. that day and stated 
14130 that he had no official notification of any such strike 
other than all he knew was what he had read in the 
local papers that morning. 

Q. Did he say anything about a railroad strike? A. Yes, 
sir, there was—he mentioned the fact of the strike that 
was going on in the railroad department and briefly ex¬ 
plained the condition that existed at that time. 

Mr. Rose: Can we have what was said, Mr, Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us, give us as much detail, 
please, Mr. Williams, as you can rejnember. 

The Witness: Well, Mr. Ellicott didn’t go into any real 
detail in the railroad strike. Mr. Evans covered that later 
on in the meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, do you remember anything 
else that Mr. Ellicott said at the meeting, if there was a 
conversation, questions back and forth, why, tell us what 
Mr. Ellicott said and what was said to him? A. Yes, Mr. 
Ellicott was asked, he was asked a lot of questions and a 
lot of them were in regards to whether the plant was going 


7014 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

to operate or not, and T recall Mr. Ellicott telling them that 
that was entirely vip to the men, that the plant would oper¬ 
ate if enough men turned out to work. 

If they didn't, he said, naturally it would have to 

14131 shut down but that was entirely in the hands of the 
men. 

Q. Were those questions by menibers of the General 
Body? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You also said that Mr. Evans later in the meeting said 
something about the railroad strike; will you tell me what 
Mr. Evans had to say and what was said to him, if any¬ 
thing? A. Yes, Mr. Evans freshened the memories of the 
representatives in regards to the railroad strike, read sev¬ 
eral articles, clippings, which he had at that time to the 
members of the General Body, and explained just what our 
railroad was receiving, in other words, he compared what 
our railroaders received. 

Q. Pay, you mean? A. In pay, like paid vacations and 
all that and compared it vdth the other railroads of the 
same type. 

Q. Had you finished? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough and Mr. Evans stay 
throughout the whole meeting? A. No, sir, they left the 
meeting after they were finished and then a general dis¬ 
cussion followed. 

Q. In Mr. Ellicott’s statements, do you remember 
whether he said anything about the Mayor of Johnstown? 
A. Yes, he did, he said that the Mayor had called him 

14132 and asked him if he knew there was going to be a 
strike and 1 understood Mr. Ellicott to say that the 

Mayor had told him that he had been notified by Mr. David 
Watkins that there would be a strike at eleven o’clock. 

Q. On June 11th? A. Sir? 

Q. On June llth, the day of the meeting? A. Yes, sir, 
June llth, that’s right, at eleven p. m. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough leave 
immediately at the same time together? A. Yes, the three 
of them left the meeting at the same time. 

Q. Now, while they were at the meeting, was anything 
said regarding a sympathy strike or any statements made 
about sympathy strike? A. Yes, during the course of the 
meeting it was stated that it was to be a sympathy strike 
to the railroad and Mr. Keller— 
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Q. Well, now, will you read it back, Mr. Reporter? [ 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What I want to know, first, was | 
whether the statements, these statements, were made while j 
Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough were 

14133 present, or after they had left? A. Oh, I beg your 
pardon, no, they came under general discussion after 

they had left the meeting. 

Q. Now, then, will you tell me what the discussion was, 
there wasn’t anything, as I understand it, then, said about 
sympathy strike while Mr. Hough, Ellicott and Evans were 
present at the meeting? A. No, that came about from the 
articles in the newspapers which some of the members of I 
the General Body had read in the morning. I 

Q. Still I don’t know whether we are clear yet, Mr. Wil- I 
Hams, whether it is correct that that did not take place while ! 
Evans, Ellicott and Hough were present? A. No, this dis¬ 
cussion did not take place while they were present, they 
had left the meeting when this took place. 

Q. Now, then, will you please tell me what the discus¬ 
sion was, what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, if you can, recall who said j 
it, please. i 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) After they had left? A. Well, I | 
recall Mr. Keller stating that he was not in favor of any [ 
sympathy strike and Mr. Betz made some comments. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. B-e-t-z, and I can’t 

14134 recall any other particular person. There was quite | 
a lot of conversation along in the half an hour, I 

will assure you. I 

Q. By the members of the General Body? A. That’s ! 
right, by the members of the General Body. I 

Q. You remember Betz’s name, that he said something? | 
A. Yes. I 

Q. Do you remember what he said? A. He voiced his j 
opinion in regards to this sympathy strike and he stated I 
that he didn’t think that the majority of the men in the j 
mill was in favor of it. I 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you have here and could I j 
see, if you do, the minutes of the General Bodv meeting of I 
June 11,1937? I 
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Mr. Jones: June 

Mr. Broun: June 11th. 

(A document was passed to Mr. Broun.) 

14135 Mr. Broun: Will you, Mr. Reporter, mark these 
pages in pencil in the same way we had the other ex¬ 
hibits marked. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 17b-A to 178-E, inclusive, for 
Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I hand you a book 
in which certain pages have been marked Respondents’ 
Exhibits 178-A, 178-B, 178-C, 178-D, and 178-E for Identi¬ 
fication, respectively, and ask you to look at the pages so 
marked and tell me, if you know, what they are? A. All 
right. (Witness examines document.) Yes, sir. That is 
correct. Minutes of the special meeting of the General Body 
held June 11th, 1937. 

Q. That is the meeting we have just been talking about t 
A. That is correct, sir. 

Q. Were those minutes prepared in the manner that you 
have told us, as minutes of the General Body were pre- 
I^ared in 1937 and ’8 after the change that we spoke of? A. 
They certainly were. 

Q. Did you read over and approve the draft of the min¬ 
utes before they were copied into the record book? A. Yes, 
sir, I did. 

14136 Q. Is the record book that you hold in your hand 
and in which the pages marked for Identification, 

Respondents’ Exhibits A to E inclusive— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (Continuing) —are contained, the original minute 
book of the General Body? A. It is. 

Q. Did you read the draft of minutes as contained in the 
the minute-book after they had been copied into the min¬ 
ute-book? A. No, sir; before. 

Q. Did you road them afterwards also? A. I read this 
(indicating). 

Q. Were those minutes read at the next General Body 
meeting or at a subsequent General Body meeting, or ap¬ 
proved by the General Body? A. They were approved. 
They must have been read. 
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Q. Will you look at the end of the minutes, and tell me 
whether they are signed'? A. Yes. They are signed. 

Q. They are? A. Yes. 

Q. In whose name or names are they signed? A. My 
own, Russell Horning, Willard Brant, recording secre¬ 
tary. 

14137 Q. Is your name signed by yourself, manually? A. 
No, sir, it is not. 

Q, Do you know who signed it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who did? A. Willard Brant. 

Q. Did you authorize him to sign it? A. I did. 

Q. Were those minutes prepared and placed in the min¬ 
ute-book in the regular course of the business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was it fhe regular course of thp 
business of the General Body at the time the minutes were 
prepared and put in the record book that they be so pre¬ 
pared and put in the record book? A. Yes, sir, it was. 

Q. Were you present throughout the meeting on June 
11th? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are the minutes as set forth in Respondents’ Exhibit 
178-A to E, inclusive, an accurate statement—Exhibit 
178-A to E, inclusive, for identification, an accurate 

14138 statement of the business transacted and the things 
done at the meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Mr. Broun: The witness testified he was present 
throughout the meeting and checked the accuracy of the 
draft immediately afterwards in the regular course, as he 
described to us in detail. It seems to me that he is prop¬ 
erly qualified to testify. 

Mr. Rose: He has been called upon to give his opinion. 

Mr. Broun: It is not his opinion. It is a fact. If it is 
an opinion it is an opinion that this witness is qualified to 
give. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let the answer stand. 
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Mr. Broun, I am not sure, did you ask him whether or 
not he compared the minutes as written in the book with 
the draft he approved! 

Mr. Broun: I thought I had. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may have. 

Mr. Eose: I do not believe that question was asked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you— 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, are the min- 

14139 utes set forth in this book the same—when I say in 
this book I mean the pages marked Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibits 178-A to E, inclusive, for identification—are they the 
same as the minutes or the draft written out and checked 
by you with Mr. Brant before the minutes were placed in 
the record book? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are positive of that! A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you offering the docu¬ 
ment! 

Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr.Examiner. I offer in evidence 
Respondents’ Exhibits 178-A to E, inclusive, for identifica¬ 
tion, comprising a single document, the minutes of the 
meeting, as Respondents’ Exhibits 178-A to E, inclusive, 
comprising a single document. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was in¬ 
spected by counsel for the Labor Board.) 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see it! 

(Thereupon, the Examiner inspected the exhibit.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibits 178-A 
to E for Identification, both inclusive, may be received in 
evidence as Respondents’ Exhibits 178-A to E, both inclu¬ 
sive, and leave is given to withdraw the original 

14140 document and substitute a photostat which will be 
stamped. The stamp will not be placed on the orig¬ 
inal document. 

Is that clear, Mr. Reporter! 

The Reporter: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Of course, Mr. Examiner, they are received 
as a single document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. They were offered as Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 178-A to E, inclusive. 
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(Thereupon the document above referred to was con¬ 
sidered marked as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 178-A to 
178-E, inclusive, in evidence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, is there any provi¬ 
sion in the Plan for an alternate representative, in case 
the representative should cease to be one, or there should 
be a vacancy in the office of representative? A. Yes, sir; 
there is. 

Q. Will you look at Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177 and 
point out that provision or provisions? I hand you the 
exhibit. A. Thank you. Page 3, Section 2, Paragraphs 3 
and 4. 

Q. Now, is there any other provision? I notice in the 
paragraph 4 you referred to there is a reference appar¬ 
ently. A. Yes, that is right. Paragraph—^where? Section 
4, Paragraph 10 on page 7. 

Q. Suppose an employees’ representative is sick, 

14141 would there be any representative for the men in 
his voting district? A. Sick? What do you mean? 

Sick for an hour or a day or months, or what? 

Q. Well, say he was sick for a considerable length of time 
—more than a day or an hour; more than a month, let us 
say. A. Well, if the voters in his unit desired so, they 
could petition him out of office, and the alternate would be 
appointed, but I don’t recall of that ever happening, but 
it can be done. It is possible under the provisions. 

Q. Is there a provision in the Plan about it? A. Yes. 

Q. Making such a thing possible, to get a representative 
out of office? A. Yes. 

Q. What is that provision; where is that? A. That would 
be paragraph—no, I mean. Section 2, Paragraph 2, on 
Page 3. 

14142 Q. Well, now, you have said that if a man should 
cease to become a representative, that is if he should 

lose his office as representative because of action taken 
under that paragraph by the men, as I imderstand it— 
A. Yes. 

Q, The alternate would become employees’ representa¬ 
tive ? A. Yes. 

Q. Suppose the employees’ representative who was sick 
for a long time should resign, would the alternate become 
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representative? A. That's correct, sir, through his re¬ 
moval or resignation of his own free will. 

Q. Now, you said that you didn’t know of any case of 
that sort and were about to start to tell me something else, 
I believe, about it; will you go ahead and tell me about it, 
situations of that sort? A. Yes, in a case where represen¬ 
tatives—where a representative is sick for any length of 
time or even only sick for one day, for that matter, the em¬ 
ployees in his unit have the permission or are permitted to 
go to another employees’ representative in another unit, 
he doesn’t have to leave his unit because his representative 
is sick. 

Q. He is free to go to some other representative? 

14143 A. That’s right, like down in the Lower Cambria 
where I work. Edward Dorer had an infected leg 

and was off for a period of a month or a month and a half 
and Alex Amann and myself made arrangements to take 
care of his unit while he was off sick, which we did, and at 
the same time we would go to Mr. Dorer’s home and tell 
him what was going on. 

Q. Did the men in Mr. Dorer’s voting unit know that you 
and— A. Yes, sir, we went around and told them. 

Q, Told the men? A. By that I don’t mean that we noti¬ 
fied every man. 

Q. Yes. A. But you don’t have to tell every man, you 
tell one man something and it is a good deal like a woman, 
it will get around. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You make no distinction be¬ 
tween the sexes with respect to that? 

The Witness: I don’t want to get in trouble with either 
one. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) How do you spell the name of this 
Edward Dorer, did you say? A. D-o-r-e-r, Dorer. 

Q. Now, if an employees’ representative in some voting 
district should be transferred and start working 

14144 somewhere else in the plant, some different voting 
district, would he still be employees’ representative? 

A. No, under the provisions of the Plan he would cease to 
be an employees’ representative. 

Q. Is that provided in one of the provisions you referred 
me to? A. Yes, I think it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be about a ten-min¬ 
ute recess here. 
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(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you please take Respondents’ 
Exhibit 177 from the table, Mr. Williams, and tell me which 
of those provisions is the one that you refer to, the provi¬ 
sion that provides that a man who is transferred ceases to 
be representative? A. Page 3, Section 2, paragraph 3, I 
think. 

Q. Well, were there any employees’ representatives in 
the 1937-38 Plan Year who ceased to be representatives be¬ 
cause they were transferred? A. 1937-38 term? 

Q. Yes. A. No, not that I recall, 

Q. Were there any in the 1936-37 tenn? A. Yes, 

14145 Mr. Houston H. Underwood, he was transferred 
from the Gas House, Franklin Open Hearth Divi¬ 
sion to the Finishing Department of the Wheel Plant upon 
his own request. 

Q. How do you know that? A. Because I personally 
checked it with Mr. Underwood when the question was 
raised. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the last answer, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, what do you mean by when 
the question was raised, will you tell me just what was done 
by you and what was done in connection with the Underwood 
transfer in so far as you know? A. Well, I met Mr. Under¬ 
wood before he was transferred and he told me at that time 
that he was requesting a transfer to the Franklin Wheel 
Plant and said that could make more money and a cleaner 
job. 

Q. At the Wheel Plant, you mean, than where he was? 
A. At the Wheel Plant than where he was at the Gas House. 
After Mr. Underwood had been transferred, No. 1 Com¬ 
mittee had taken action and appointed the alternate to 
finish out Mr. Underwood’s term, and I talked to Mr. Un¬ 
derwood as to whether the transfer was his own 

14146 idea and of his own free will and the management 
hadn’t transferred him to get rid of him as an em- 
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ployees’ representative and he said it was not that, he 
wanted a transfer. I mean by “was not'’ that the man¬ 
agement had not forced him. 

A Mr. Leber who was chairman of the Employees' Com¬ 
mittee on Knles went to see Mr. Underwood about it. Mr. 
Davis, who works up in the Franklin Open Hearth stock 
yard, run into Mr, Underwood and asked him practically 
the same question. 

Q. Did Davis tell you that? A. Yes, sir, Mr. Davis and 
Mr. Leber both told me that and I am pretty sure that when 
I talked to him Arthur D. Rose, another member of No. 1 
Committee was with me at the time. At the General Body 
meeting following Mr. Underwood’s removal, Mr. Keller 
asked the question. 

Q. You said removal, you mean ceased to be representa¬ 
tive? A. Yes, that is right, ceased to be representative, 
transferred to another department. Mr. Keller asked if 
Mr. Underwood was transfered of his own free will. 

Q. This was at a general Body meeting? A. At a Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting. 

Q. Yes. A. And Mr. Davis and one of the other gentle¬ 
men answered him by explaining that they had in- 
14147 terviewed Mr. Underwood and he assured them that 
everything would be all right. 

Q. You mean by “one of the o’ther men”, one of the 
other men that had talked to Underwood? A. One of the 
other men that had talked to Mr. Underwood was a mem¬ 
ber of the No. 1 Committee, I believe. 

Q. You mentioned Leber was his first name? A. Don¬ 
ald B. Leber. 

Q. How do you spell the last name? A. L-e-b-e-r. 

Q. Uo you know whether there had been many men who 
were representatives transferred during the time that 
you had been an employees’ representative since 1928? A. 
There had been very many? 

Q. Yes. A. Oh, no, not a whole lot of them, maybe—oh, a 
few. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He hadn’t finished his answer. 

Mr. Broun: I beg your pardon? 

The Witness: Just a few, maybe, oh, I wouldn’t put any 
figure on it, but I’d say a very small percentage. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) You, a moment ago, were telling 
about finding out if Mr. Underwood had sought a transfer, 
that the No. 1 Committee had done something; what did 
^ you mean by that? A. They investigated the transfer. 

When I was a member of the Rules Committee, or | 

14148 chairman, and a man was transferred to another | 
voting district, before any action was taken we al¬ 
ways made it a point to investigate the conditions that sur¬ 
rounded this transfer and made sure that he himself was 

f perfectly satisfied with the transfer and had either re- 

j quested it or it was a promotion and he felt in no way that 

the company was doing that to eliminate him as a repre¬ 
sentative. 

Then we met and took action on the pending case. 

Q. As far as you know, that practice continued while you 
( were chairman of the General Body? A. That is a hun¬ 

dred per cent right. 

Q. Does that mean you know it? A. That^s right. 

Q. It was continued? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. While you were on the No. 1 Committee, you said it I 
was? A. That’s right, sir. 

Q. Did you find any case where the claim was made that 
the company was transferring a man to get rid of him, as 
you have expressed it, as a representative? A. I did not. 

Q. Did the committee? A. They did not. 

14149 Q. If they had, was there any provision in the 
Plan that they could have done anything about it? 

A. Yes, sir. i 

Q. Will you take the exhibit, Respondents’ Exhibit 177 
from the table, and tell me what the provision of the 
Plan is. A. Page 17, Section 10, guaranteeing the inde¬ 
pendence of employees’ representatives. 

Q. That is a provision, as I understand it, that the com- 
mittee would have taken action under? A. That’s right, i 

Q. Did the committee investigate these matters with the I 
purpose of determining whether it should take action under I 
that section; in other words, would the committee have| 
taken action if they had found a claim that they believed in j 
of the company transferring a man to get rid of him as the j 
representative ? | 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as a hy-1 
pothetical question. i 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, it would have. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Did you ever hear of a man named 
John Ramsay? A. Yes, sir, I have. 

Q, Did you ever see a letter purporting to be 

14150 signed by John Ramsay sent to the Plan at the Cam¬ 
bria Plant or any oflScer of it? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Do you remember about when that was? A. I be¬ 
lieve in the year of 1935,1 don’t know the exact month. 

Q. I have forgotten just what you said. Did you ever 
see that letter? A. Yes, sir, I didn’t only see it, I had it 
in my possession. 

Q. Where did you get it, who did you get it from? A. 
Secretary and Chairman of the General Body, David Vick- 
roy, who was the chairman, and John Dudash, the secre¬ 
tary. 

Q. Will you spell those two names for us, please? A. 
This is getting to be a spelling bee. Dudash, D-u-d-a-s-h; 
Vickroy, V-i-c-k-r-o-y. 

Q. Thank you, you can go to the head of the class on that. 
Did either of them say anything to you when they gave you 
the letter? A. Yes, they did. 

Q. Will you tell me about what was said, please, what 
you said, if anything? A. I beg your pardon? 

14151 Q. And what you said, if anything at the same 
time? A. Evidently the secretary of the General 

Body had received this letter this letter and got in touch 
with Mr. Vickroy, the chairman of the General Body, and 
the two of them decided that— 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, may we have the 
conversation this man had with Mr. Vickroy? 

14152 Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, do not tell us 

what they decided unless they told you they decided. What 
we want is what they said to you and what you said to them, 
you see. A. I met the chairman of the General Body, Mr. 
Vickroy, and the secretary, Mr. Dudash, and they showed 
me this letter (indicating). I read the letter and we had a 
little conversation pro and con there because the chairman 
of the General Body had turned that letter over to me, the 
chainnan of the Xo. 1 Standing Committee, with instruc¬ 
tions for my committee to take action on the letter. 
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Does that answei' the question? I 

Q. Did you say anything? A. I accepted the job as chair¬ 
man of the No. 1 Committee, and had a meeting—called a 
meeting of the No, 1 Standing Committee. 

Q. You say that was in 1935, you think? A. Yes. 

Q. Have you got any idea about what part of the year it 
was? Was it in the fall, or when? A. Yes, I think it was 
in the fall of the year 1935. 

Q. What month, do you think? A. September, I believe— 
no, October. October, I think. 

14153 Q. Now, will you tell me in as much detail as you 
can remember what took place at that meeting of 

the No. 1 Standing Committee, that special meeting of the 
committee that you called? A. The meeting was called to 
order by myself, with nobody— 

Q. Just a minute, Mr. Williams. Mr. Moore has said he 
is not sure just what your last answer was about the meet- | 
ing. Will you read back, Mr. Reporter, a little way, please? | 

(The reporter read the answer of the witness as follows: 

“A. I accepted the job as chairman of the No. 1 Com¬ 
mittee, and had a meeting—called a meeting of the No. 1 
Standing Committee.”) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, were you at the time 
chairman of the No. 1 Standing Committee? A. Yes, sir; 
that is correct. 

Q. Then, when you said you accepted the job as chair¬ 
man, you meant, being chairman of the committee you ac¬ 
cepted the job of attending to the matter? A. That is right. 

Mr. Broun: Will you please read the full part of his 
statement that I interrupted, please? 

14154 (The reporter re-read the previous answer that 
was previously read.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that meeting held? A. Yes, 
sir; that meeting was held. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I think the witness had 
started on an answer to my last question. May we have 
that stricken and let him start again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Do you know the pend¬ 
ing question ? 

The Witness: What happened at that meeting? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, go ahead and tell us that. A. 
I, as chairman of the Employees’ Committee on Rules, 
called the meeting to order. There was no one present 
except the members of the No. 1 Standing Committee, and 
I read to them the letter which had been received by Mr. 
Dudash, secretary of the General Body. 

A general discussion followed, and the committee drew 
up a resolution to be recommended to the General Body for 
their approval, answering Mr. Ramsay’s request. 

Q. That is, the request contained in the letter from Mr. 
Ramsay? A. The request contained in the letter from Mr. 
Ramsay. 

Q. Was there a vote on that resolution in the 

14155 Standing Committee? A. It was passed unani¬ 
mously; yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, I wonder if you have in your pa¬ 
pers the letter that I am speaking of? It must have been 
some time in the fall of 1935. 

Mr. Jones: I have one letter here, dated October 7th. 
Mr. Broun: Is it signed by Mr. Ramsay? 

Mr. Jones: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: May I see it? 

(The letter referred to was produced and inspected by 
Mr. Broun.) 

Mr. Broun: Will you mark this in the same way, Mr. 
Reporter, please. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 179 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you a paper 
marked Respondents’ Exhibit No. 179 for Identification 
and ask you if you ever saw that before? A. Yes. 

Q. Have you seen that before now? A. Yes, sir, I have. 
Q. Do you know what it is? A. Yes, sir, the letter we are 
talking about from Mr. Ramsay. 

14156 Q. The letter, you say, you had in your possession 
back in 1935, as you think? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer Respondents’ Exhibit 
179 for Identification as Respondents’ Exhibit 179. 
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(Thereupon the document referred to was inspected by 
Mr. Rose.) 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. It may be received as 
Respondents’ Exhibit 179. 

(Thereupon the document previously marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 179 for Identification was marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 179 in evidence.) 

Mr, Broun: The date of that letter is what, Mr, Re¬ 
porter? 

The Reporter: October 7th, 1935. 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Jones, have you with you, and if so I 
would like to see, the minutes of the No. 1 Standing Com¬ 
mittee held some time after October 7, 1935, and in that 
month. 

Mr, Jones: I did not bring that with me. I could get j 
that in about five minutes. 

Mr. Broun: I wonder, Mr. Examiner, if we could 

14157 take a five-minute recess, if Mr, Jones does not min d 
doing that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. j 

Mr. Jones: The recording secretary has the minutes of j 
the No. 1 Standing Committee and it has been impossible I 
to get in touch with him at the present time, so I will pro- j 
duce those minutes tomorrow morning. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, those are the minutes I 
that Mr. Broun requested? 

Mr. Jones: That’s right, the No. 1 Standing Com¬ 
mittee. 

14158 Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, suppose you defer 
that part of it. 

Mr. Broun: I will defer further questioning on that line, 
if it will be satisfactory to you, Mr, Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I wish you would, there is 
no point to it, and if you finish with Mr. Williams you may 
reserve the right to recall him to examine him on those. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you, sir. 



7028 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) This morning there was one little 
point which, upon looking at the record I am not certain 
of, and I wanted to get that cleared up. You were speak¬ 
ing of where the record books and note books and other 
things having to do with the minutes, books, having to do 
with the minutes, meetings under the Plan, kept in the 
1937-38 term, as to where they were kept, and I asked you 
whether or not they were kept in Mr. Roberts’ office and 
you said they were not and then Mr. Rose asked me if I re¬ 
ferred to the time after the change which we talked about, 
you remember? A. Yes, sir. 

14159 Q. And I said that I intended to question you on 
the reference to that and asked you if you under¬ 
stood me that way, and you said, “I understood you to say 
after 1937-38, yes, sir.” 

Now I want to find out what you meant, whether you 
meant that the minutes were not kept in Mr. Roberts’ office 
after the change and in 1937-38? A. Yes, that is what I 
meant, that they were not kept in Mr. Roberts ’ office after 
the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Q. And therefore they were not kept in his office in 
1937-38 tenn, after that time? A. That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may the record show, so that 
it will be convenient to everybody— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The page? 

Mr. Broun: What the page number was? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes-, if you will, please. 

Mr. Broun; The particular question which I was re¬ 
ferring to was at the top of 17,822. 

Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr, Williams, before the time 

14160 of the change which we have been talking about 
after the Wagner Act decision, did you receive pay- 
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ment from Bethlehem Steel Company at your regular aver¬ 
age earnings for the time which you spent at the meetings 
or conferences under the Plan? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, may we know what is meant 
by conferences, the question really has—there is really two 
questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will let it stand, I will 
let the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Since the change, have you received 
payment from the company for any time that you have 
spent in connection with the Plan? A. Yes, sir, while at¬ 
tending a meeting or conference with management when on 
turn only. 

Q. What do you mean by when on turn only, that is, 
within working hours? A. That’s right. 

Q. Your working hours, or everybody’s working hours? 
A. No, my working hours. 

Q. Do you know what the general practice is and has 
been, if any, since the change after the Supreme Court 
decision with respect to payment to employees’ repre¬ 
sentatives for any time spent in connection with the 
14161 Plan? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what it is? A. They shall be 
paid only for the time spent in conferring with management 
while on turn. By that I mean while they are on turn. 

Q. The employee who is to be paid? A. That is true, 

Q. Mr. Williams, do you know whether, since the change 
we have been talking about, the Plan has had any expenses ? 
A. It has. 

Q. By whom do you know were those expenses paid? A. 
The Plan. 

Q. Out of its own funds? A. That’s right, sir, out of its 
own funds. 

Q. Do those expenses include all of the expenses? A. 
Such as the conduction of election, yes, sir, buying of equip¬ 
ment, yes, sir, all expenses. 

Mr. Rose. I didn’t hear the answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Does the Plan have any oflSce? A. 
Yes, sir, it has. 
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14162 Q. Does it have any place where meetings can be 
conducted other than that office? A. Yes, sir, it has. 

Q. Does the Plan incur any expense because of that office 
and meeting place or meeting places? A. Yes, sir, it does. 

Q. By whom is that expense paid? A. By the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation. 

Q. You were including then the expense of that sort in 
your statement before? A. Yes, sir, I didn’t quite finish 
my statement. 

Mr. Rose: Well, Mr. Examiner, may we know what is 
meant by “expense”—^have that developed, or do you pre¬ 
fer to leave it this way for the time being? 

Mr. Broun: Well, it seems to me, Mr. Examiner, that 
the word “expense” certainly speaks for itself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is your answer Mr. 
Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you mean, Mr. Williams, that 
the expense of paying for equipment that you spoke of— 
A. Meeting rooms. 

Q. The expense of rent for meeting rooms ? A. Bent of 
a room to be used as a headquarters, yes, sir. 

Q. And the meeting room also? A. Of the meet- 

14163 ing room, yes, sir. 

Q. And all the incidental expenses, whatever they 
were, in connection with conducting the election, you say? 
A. Yes, sir, that is true, that is what I mean. 

Mr, Bose: Could we know where the meeting room is, 
Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you can find out those 
things, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Does the Plan have a treasurer? 
A. Yes, sir, it does. 

Q. Was he appointed or elected? A. He was elected by 
the General Body. 

Q. Do you remember when he was elected? A. For the 
first time, you mean, the new one that was elected at the 
last reorganization meeting? 

Q. No,—^you have the same treasurer now that you had 
before the last reorganization meeting? A. No, sir. 

Q. When was the first treasurer elected? A. In the 
month of June, General Body meeting. 

Q. 1937? A. That’s right, if I am not mistaken June the 
29th. 
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Q. What was his name? A. George Ross. 

14164 Q. Who is the treasurer now? A. Charles H, White, j 
Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell Mr. 

White’s name? 

The Witness: W-h-i-t-e. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you a member, Mr. Williams, 
of the General Body in 1934? A. Was I? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has testified, Mr. Broun, 
that he has been continuously a member since ’28. 

Mr. Broun: I believe that’s correct, I am sure it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am positive. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember a meeting of the 
General Body in 1934, or was there a meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body in 1934 at which any consideration was given 
to the proposed Wagner Act? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember what month, or perhaps what day, 
the meeting was held on? A. I think in the month of April. 

Q. Was there any resolution that had anything to 

14165 do with respect to the proposed Wagner Bill? A. 
There was. 

Q. Considered at that meeting? A. There was. 

Q. Was there a regular or special meeting, if you remem¬ 
ber, of the General Body? A. Special meeting. 

Q. Was the resolution presented by an individual or by 
a committee, or what? A. The resolution was presented by 
the members of No. 1 Committee, or body, No. 1 Standing 
Committee. Mr. Donald E. Leber, secretary of the commit¬ 
tee, read it to the General Body. 

Q. Now do you mean by that that the No. 1 Standing 
Committee had taken any action on the resolution that was 
presented to the General Body? A. It had, it had a meet¬ 
ing and draw’d up the resolution. 

Q. Had it adopted it or not? A. It had adopted it, yes, 
sir. 

Q. Then presented it to the General Body? A. That’s 
right, sir. 

Q. Was there any discussion on the resolution at the 
General Body meeting? A. There was. 

Q. Was a vote taken on the resolution as to 

14166 whether the General Body should adopt it or not? 

A. There was, sir. 
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Q. Was there a secret ballot? A. Yes, sir, there was a 
secret ballot taken with 29 voting for it, or I mean 27 vot¬ 
ing for it, 12 opposing, and two absent. 

Q. Was a rising vote taken on the resolution after the 
secret vote had been taken? A. No, sir. 

Q. Was any question raised as to whether or not a secret 
vote or a rising vote should be taken? A. Yes, sir, there 
was, one of the members of the General Body said that he 
felt that the ballot should be a secret one, the vote should 
be taken by secret ballot, and his request was followed out, 
the ballot was secret. 

Q. How was the situation made that the ballot should be 
secret, did he simply say there should be one and you went 
ahead and had one, or how? A. No, before the secret 
ballot the chaiimian had called for a vote, just a rising 
vote. 

Q. On whether or not you should have a secret ballot? 
A. Yes, they called for that, yes, sir, a rising vote as to 
-whether we should have a secret ballot or not. 

Q. Then you had a secret ballot? A. Then we had 

14167 a secret ballot following that, that is correct. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not George 
Fetzko was present at that meeting? A. Too well do I 
remember. 

Q. Do you remember whether he said anything at that 
meeting about the resolution? A. I would not attempt to 
remember what he said because he was so damn busy get¬ 
ting up chasing golf balls—there was a caddy strike up at 
Westmont and he went up there as a caddy. I wouldn't 
attempt to remember. 

Q. What do you mean by getting up chasing golf 

14168 balls, and a caddy strike up at Westmont? A. Meet¬ 
ing after meeting there was a caddy strike up in 

Westmont, and he used to get up and tell the management 
and all the representation—the General Body—^how he 
•went up and caddied while the strike was going on, and 
how they stoned him, and what the hell he rambled about. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that answer out. Was this 
said at the meeting? 

The Witness: Where he said about the caddies? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that said at the meeting 
where the vote was taken on the Wagner Act? 
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The Witness: Mr. Bloom, to be honest about it, he said 
it at so many meetings, I would not want to confine it to 
any one. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike it out as immaterial and 
irrelevant. 

Mr. Broun: The witness said, in effect, he said it at 
that meeting and at others. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he say it at that meeting, 
to the best of your recollection? 

The Witness: Any particular part of it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What you have just told us. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did he have anything to say about 
the caddy strike at that meeting, or about chasing balls at 
Westmont, or being stoned by the caddies, or any- 

14169 thing of the sort? A. That at the time—as I told 
you before, he said it at many meetings at that time, 

repeating that, I would not doubt it a bit that he said it 
there, too. I would not want to confine that particular re¬ 
mark there because he repeated it. 

Q. You are not positive of the fact that he said it at that 
particular meeting? 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike it as incompetent and ir¬ 
relevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be stricken. 

Mr. Broun: That is all right, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Fetzko say in words or sub¬ 
stance at that meeting, “What the hell is wrong with this 
Wagner Bill? I think it is all right. I think the union is 
all right”? A. I do not remember him ever saying any¬ 
thing like that at that meeting. 

Q. Did you have anything to say at the meeting about 
the resolution, the meeting of the General Body we are 
talking about? A. Yes, I did. As chairman of the No. 1 
Committee I explained the actions of the committee, ex¬ 
plained my understanding— 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me. May we have what was said Mr. 
Examiner? 

14170 Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us as best you can 
what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us as best you can what was 
said, and explain it, as you remember. A. I explained— 
during the meeting, I know one specific thing that came up. 
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One of the gentlemen asked if the Wagner Bill had not been 
amended. My understanding of it at the time was that 
it was in the committee. 

Q. A Congressional Committee, you mean? A. That is 
correct; and I explained to them that—the committee had 
got together and drew up the resolution. 

Mr. Rose: Can’t we have what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. The witness is try¬ 
ing to give it in as much detail as he can. Go ahead. 

The Witness: And there was a lengthy discussion in 
the place, pro and con, as to whether the resolution was 
the right thing or not, the reasons, paragraph by para¬ 
graph, for each thing was talked about, each reason, and 
a vote was finally taken authorizing the chairman of the 
General Body—the secretary of the General Body and the 
chairman of the Employees’ Committee on Rules, to sign 
it and send a copy to their Congressman, United States 
Congressman and Senator. 

Q. Now, do— A. Pardon me— 

14171 Mr. Broun: I thought you were through. 

The Witness: There was quite a discussion dur¬ 
ing that meeting with regards to Section 7-A of the NRA. 

Mr, Rose: I move to strike the forepart of the answer 
as a conclusion. There has not been any conversation at 
ail. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Motion denied. 

Q. (By, Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, did you at that meet¬ 
ing say in words or substance, “We do not want that damn 
Wagner Bill”? A. No, sir, I did not. 

Q. I take it you are positive of that. A. You are damn 
right I am. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take it a little easy on the 
language, Mr. Williams, please. 

The Witness: Yes, sir; I am sorry, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, has there ever been 
any vote to approve the Plan of Employees’ Representa¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as being too 
indefinite—^has there ever been? What period of time is 
counsel referring to? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think you can find that 
question asked many times by counsel for the Board, 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: ‘‘Ever” means from the date 
of the world down to the date of these presents. Go 

14172 ahead. 

The Witness: Has there ever been— 

14173 Q. (By Mr. Broun) A vote taken to approve 
the Plan at the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, sir, there 

has. 

Q. When was the last vote taken? A. March, 1938. 

Q. Was there one in 1937? A, There was. 

Q. And in previous years? A, There was. 

Q. Well, how was the approval of the Plan indicated in 
the vote that was taken in 1938? A. In the election of 
representatives under the Plan of Employees’ Representa¬ 
tion on the ballot, it says, the voter—^this is not exactly 
word for word, but this is the— 

Q. The substance of it? A. The substance of what is 
on it. 

The voter in using, accepting this ballot signifies his 
approval of the nominations and elections held under the 
Plan of Employees’ Representation and signifies his desire 
to be voted—represented by the representatives elected 
under the Plan of Employees’ Representation in those elec¬ 
tions—^nominations and elections. 

Q. You said “using” the ballot, and then “accepting.” 
Which did you mean? A. In using is what I meant. 

14174 Q. Was a similar statement on ballots in prior 
years, in the other elections you talked about in 1937 ? 

A. Yes, they were. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you happen to have a copy 
of the ballot used in the election of 1938? 

Mr. Jones: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: May I see one? 

(A form of ballot was produced.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you please mark that as 
an exhibit for identification, please. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 180 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun: Mr. Williams, I show you a paper 
marked Respondents’ Exhibit 180 for Identification, and 
ask you if you know what that is? A. Yes, sir. That 
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is a ballot. That is an unused ballot of the 1938 elections. 

Q. Does that mean that ballots identical with that were 
used in the 1938 election? A. That is right, sir. 

Q. Was a ballot exactly like this one used in every 

14175 voting district? A. No, sir. The names over here 
(indicating) were different in every voting district. 

Q. When you say the names over here, you are referring 
to the two names, Emlyn H. Evans and Paul L. Weir? A. 
That is right. 

Q. They wore different in each district? A. That is 
right. 

Q. But there were names on each ballot in each district? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Was there any other difference between ballots iden¬ 
tical with those and ballots used in other voting districts? 
A. What is that again? 

Q. What voting district was that used in, or ballots 
identical with that? A. Yes—District No. 18. 

Q. Was there a District No. 17, let us say? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Would the ballot in District No. 17 have 17 on it 
instead of 18? A, That is right. 17-17; 16-16; 15-15, 

Q. Are those the only differences between ballots used in 
the district in which ballots identical to Respondents’ 

14176 Exhibit 180 for Identification were used, and ballots 
used in other districts? A. No. In some cases there 

were more names on here, districts where there were two 
to be elected there were four names on; in districts where 
there were three to be elected there were six names. 

Q. In other words, twice the number of names to be 
elected? A. That is right, two for every one to be elected. 

Q. Well then, am I correct in saying the number of the 
district and the space for the names and the number of 
names are the onlv differences between the ballots used in 
other districts and ballots used in District No. 18? A. That 
is right. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 180 for Identification in evidence as Respondents’ 
Exhibit 180. 

Mr. Rose: May I see it? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: May I ask a question? 
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Voir Dire on Respondents" Exhibit ISO for Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr, Williams, alongside the name 
EmlyH H. Evans appear the letters and number 

14177 A. J. 9. What is thatf A, That is Mr. Evans’ 
symbol number and check number. 

Q. And the letters and number after the name Paul H. 
Weir; what is thatf A. That is the symbol and check num¬ 
ber of Mr, Weir. 

Mr. Broun: One further question that leads me to ask— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose you wait until Mr. 
Rose is finished with his voir dire. 

^Ir. Broun: Very well. 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no objection. It may 
be received as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 180, and then you 
may ask other questions. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The question I wanted to ask, when 
you said ballots used in other voting districts had different 
names from the names Evans and Weir, did you intend 
to include the symbols which you said were symbols or 
check numbers after their names? A. Yes. They were 
different in eveiy ballot. They carried the symbol and 
check number of the man’s name appearing on that partic¬ 
ular ballot. 

Q. In the other district? A. That is right. 

14178 (Thereupon the document previously marked as 
Respondents’ Exhibit 180 for Identification was 

marked as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 180 in evidence.) 

Mr. Broun: ^lay the record show, Mr. Examiner, in the 
last two questions I was referring to Respondents’ Exhibit 
No. 180? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun: I do not know, Mr. Examiner, whether you 
are examining that or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, go right ahead. Do you 
care to use it? 

Mr. Broun: No—no, thanks. Not at the moment. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, have you ever taken 
up any grievances under the Plan for employees? A. Yes, 
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sir. I have taken plenty of them —individual, gTOup—all 
types ; wages, working conditions, safety measures. 

Q. By all types do you include matters which have to 
do with all of the emi)Ioyees as distinguished from groups 
of a small number, or not A. Well, by groups, I was speak¬ 
ing as an individual. I mean a group of men in my district, 
or like that. I was not referring—although I have been 
active as a member of the General Body in wage com¬ 
plaints, wage increases, as a member. 

14179 Q. I see. You told us that Section 9 was the sec¬ 
tion of the Plan that set up the procedure of taking 

up grievances. Will you describe for me just what you did 
in detail? Take it from the time you get a grievance or 
complaint from some employee and go right straight 
through the procedure of what you do in detail. Tell me 
every step. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not quite understand. Do 
you mean what ^Ir. Williams actually has done or the pro¬ 
cedure of grievances as outlined in Section 9? 

Mr. Broun: How the grievances actually operate, as 
he goes through— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As he has gone through it, or 
as he might, under this procedure? 

Mr. Broun: As he has. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: After—naturally receiving the complaint, 
I go to see the foreman in charge—that is, in charge of 
that— 

Q. Particular employee? A. (Continuing)—employee 
who entered a complaint. 

If I do not receive a satisfactory answer over there 
with him, I next go to the superintendent of the depart¬ 
ment. 

14180 Q. Let me interrupt you to ask you whether if 
the employee has also gone to his foreman you still 

go to the foreman or not? A. Yes, sir; I do. 

Q. You go to the foreman regardless of whether the em¬ 
ployee has? A. I go to the foreman regardless of whethei* 
he saw him first or has never gone. 

Q. When you go to the foreman, do you say anything 
to him about the complaint? Do you discuss it with him? 
A. I certainly do. We talk in detail the complaint, and 
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I do not leave him until he has gave me an answer one way 
or the other. 

Q. Well, does the foreman ever ask you to give him 
any time, or notf A, Certainly—that depends upon the 
complaint. 

Q. But you do not go to someone else until you have 
a definite answer from him? A. That is true. If he tells 
me he wants a day or two or two days, certainly I wait 
for his answer. I do not go over his head. 

Q. You wait for his answer—what did you say about his 
head? A. I said, “I do not go over his head.” 

14181 Q. Now then, ^vill you go ahead and tell me what 
happens if the foreman’s answer is unsatisfactory? 

A. I then go to the superintendent of the department. By 
that—the superintendent of the department where the man 
works in. His superintendent. It may not be mine. His 
superintendent, and I explain to him in detail the case, 
what happened between the foreman and I. 

In some cases the foreman is called into the conference. 

Q. The foreman you talked to? A. That is right, and the 
employee, if he desires to be there. 

Q. For whom you are taking up the complaint? A. That 
is right, sir. I, having not received a satisfactory ad¬ 
justment there, I next go to S. D. Evans, the management’s 
special representative. 

Q. You go to him because he is the managements’ special 
representative; is that right? A. Because that is the next 
procedure—provision, rather, in that book here (indicat¬ 
ing) ; and Mr. Evans attempts to settle the dispute, or what¬ 
ever it may be—adjust matters satisfactory to all con¬ 
cerned. 

Q. You told me you explained it to the foreman or the 
superintendent. Do you explain it to Mr. Evans, the man¬ 
agement’s special representative? A. I certainly 

14182 do, following the usual routine of explaining the 
case to everbody, and that was as far as I ever had 

to go. I have never been to any committees with any cases 
of my own. 

Q. You mean that all the cases of your own you took 
up yourself you got settled by going no farther than the 
management’s representative? A. I mean the managc-| 
ment’s representative has been the end with me. I never 
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had any reason of my own to appeal to a committee, al¬ 
though I have assisted other representatives since I have 
been chairman. 

Q. By “reason of your own” you are speaking of a case 
you are taking up for an employee? A. That is right, a 
case to bo handled right in my own department. 

Q. Well, have you had matters settled before you went 
to Mr. Evans, by the superintendent? A. Yes, sir, many 
of them; many of them by the foreman. 

Q. i\Iany of them by the foreman too? A. Many of them 
by the foreman, and many by the superintendent that are 
never taken to Mr. Evans. 

Q. Have you had more settled by the superintendent than 
you had taken to Mr. Evans, or not? A. Yes, sir; I have. 

Q. Have you had more settled by the forman than 

14183 you had to take to the superintendent, or not? A. 
Well, I would sav thev run about neck to neck. 

Q. Fifty-fifty, eh? A. That’s right. 

Q. Well now, you say, however, you had other cases 
which you do not consider your own at the start-off went 
past Mr. Evans, past the management’s special representa¬ 
tive? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you go ahead and tell me what actually has hap¬ 
pened on cases which have gone along past the manage¬ 
ment’s special rcpi*esentative ? A. After the question had 
been thoi-oughly discussed—discussed and talked over at 
Mr. Evans’ and referred to the general manager of the 
Cambria Plant, and we haven’t came to any settlement. 

Q. You mean, after the general manager had considered 
it? A. That’s right. It is turned over to the proper com¬ 
mittee. That is, the Joint Committee. 

Q. To the Joint Committee? A. That is right; to what¬ 
ever Joint Committee might handle the question that 
may be. 

14184 Q. Now, how is the proper Joint Committee de¬ 
termined, how do you know which Joint Committee 

it goes to? A. That little card here that we had here, 
Board’s Exhibit— 

Q. Just a second, Board’s Exhibit 10 I think you are re¬ 
ferring to? A. Board’s Exhibit 10, that is— 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 10, was that the card 
that you were speaking of ? 
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(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10 was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. That is the card. 

Q. 'Well, now, can you, by referring to that, toll me how 
a proper committee is determined, how you know which 
committee the matter is to go to? A. Yes, sir. Suppose 
it would be a wage complaint, a man seeking an increase 
in wages? 

Q. Yes? A. It would be recorded to the No. 2 *Joint 
Committee which handles wage practice, method, economy, 
employment and working conditions. 

Q. In other words, the various committees have subjects 
which you have already told us about that they deal with? 
A. That’s right. 

Q. And where it is a matter of wages it goes to 
141S5 that committee? A. That is true. 

Q. Now, take one illustration, Mr. Williams, if the 
matter wasn’t a wage matter, but some other matter, what 
would be the determination? A, Well, suppose it was a 
relief condition. 

Q. Does it go to the Joint Committee that deals with 
the subject matter? A. Yes, if it was relief it would go 
to No. 3. 

Q. I see, now, after it goes to the Joint Committee, the 
proper Joint Committee, what happens? A. If they do not 
arrive at a verdict which is agreeable to all parties con¬ 
cerned— 

Q. Now, what does the Joint Committee do in ai'riving 
at a verdict ? A. They hear the case just like a court would, 
all sides of the question. 

Q. They have a meeting? A. That’s right, have a meet¬ 
ing made up of five employees’ representatives and five 
management’s representatives, 

Q. ^lanagement’s regular representatives? A. Manage¬ 
ment’s regular representatives is correct, sir, 

Q. Well, now, is the matter presented to the com- 
14186 mittee in any way? A. Yes, sir, it is usually the 
management’s special representative is invited into 
the meeting and presents to the chairman of that commit¬ 
tee the case pending and he would furnish any necessary 
information which may be requested of him. 
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Q. By the coiiiniittee? A. By the committee during the 
hearing. 

Q. Does the management’s special representative stay 
for the rest of the meeting? A. He does not, he leaves 
immediately. 

Q. Does tlie committee call in or hear in anv wav what 
the employees’ representative who is taking the case up 
has to say? A. Yes, sir, the employees’ representative 
comes to the meeting and usually has two or three, maybe 
four or fiv(*, there is no limit on it, witnesses, which are 
permitted to s})eak in their own behalf. 

Q. I didn’t catch your last statement. A. They are per¬ 
mitted to S 2 )eak and defend theirselves. 

Q. Now, you told me with respect to the so-called Spencer 
case, that ^Fi*. Raab was in; he is the sui)erinteudent, I 
believe you said; does tliat mean that the other people that 
know about tiie case are asked, too, or called before the 
committee ? A. Xo, the case is handled just the same 
14187 as the Spencer case was, the management is heard at 
one time and the employees at another time with 
tlieir re})resentatives, but one is out of the room while 
the otlier one is in. 

Q. But you do have, as a general rule, then, as 1 under¬ 
stand it. pt*o])le i)reseiit to tell the committee the facts 
other tlian lliose that the employees’ re])resentative him- 
scll' may have bi'onglit, so your hearing is fi*om both sides 
—that is, you are hearing from both sides of the case? A. 
Oil, yes, sir, certainly. 

Q. 'Well, let’s say tliat a matter isn’t satisfactorily settled 
by tile Joint (’ommittee or the Joint Committee's recom- 
memlation isn't one that the employee or the em)>loyees' 
re])resentative taking tin* case up is satisfied with; sujipose 
it is a wage (luestion that is before the No. 2 Joint Commit¬ 
tee, what hapjiens then? A. It is apiiealed to the General 
('ommitt(‘(‘ on A|)j)eals which is the Xo. 5 ('’ommittee. 

Ts that a Joint (’ommittee or Standing Committee? 
A. That is a .Joint (’ommittee made uj) of five manage¬ 
ment's regular representatives and five employees’ rejire- 
sentatives. 

(}. 'Well, if it had been a matter in which same other 
Standing (’ommittee. the Xo, 3 or 4 had not recom- 
141S8 mended an action satisfactory to the employee. 
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would it have to go to this same No. 5 Joint Com¬ 
mittee;' A. Ves, it would have. 

Q. Now, then, tell me what that No. 5 Joint Committee 
does ill connection with the matter appealed to it from some 
other Joint Committee, how is the case handled,^ A. It is 
practically the same as the No. 2 or 3 Joint Committees that 
have handled the case iirevious. The facts are brought in 
and laid liefore the committee. AVliat I mean by that is, that 
any petitions or anything like that that they may have, 
you know, are brought in and handed to the chairman 
of that committee and usually the minute book of the com¬ 
mittee tliat had acted on this case prior to this No. 5 
meeting. 

Q. Is there any iXMiuirement that the petition or a]ipoal 
has to be in writing:' A. Yes, there is, the appeal is, ac¬ 
cording to tlie jirovisions in the Plan, is to be in writing. 

Q. Now, what sjiecific iirovision of the Plan, if any, re- 
<iuires that: can you tell me the section and page number? 

Trial Examiner I-51oom: We will take a short recess 
here. 

(Thereupon, a shoi*t recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

141S9 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

.Mr. Broun: T would like to have the last (piestion 

read. 

(Th(‘ rei»ortei* I'ejieated the jiending question as above 
set forth.) 

The Wi1in‘ss: Srctioii 9, paragraph 2, on page lb. 

(By Mr. Broun) That has to do, as T unders1an<l it, 
with an a]i])eal fro>!i llic first Joint ('omniitU*e to the Oen- 
erai Joint (’ontniillee on .\])peals? A. Tliat is correct, sir. 

O. Ts th(M-e any i*equirenient that a gri(‘vance to an em¬ 
ployee rei)i*<*senta1iv<* has to be writing.' A. No, sir. 

Q. Th(‘y dft not have to bo in writing? A. No, sir. 

Trial Examiner B!o<nn: Mr. Broun, 1 assume that you 
mean by tliat a grievaiux' from an employee to an em¬ 
ployees* representative.' 

Mr. Bi'oun : To mi (m;]>loyei*s' re])resentativ(‘. 

n'rial Examine?* Bloom: Yes. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you so understand me, Mr. 
AVillianis* A. 1 did, that is the way I answered. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Now, in addition, Mr. Williams, to 
the irivini*: of a grievance from an employee to an 

14190 employees' representative, is there any place where 
the grievance has to be put in writing or written 

complaint about the grievance made by the employee, ex¬ 
cept as provided in paragraidi 2 of Section 9 that you have 
])ointed out from the first Joint Committee to the Joint 
('’ommittec on Appeals' A. AWiether there is any other 
place ? 

Q. Yes, any other place in the steps of taking up a griev¬ 
ance where it has to be put in writing? A. Xo, sir. 

Q. That is the only place? A. That's right, sir. 

Q. ^Ir. Williams, is it possible for the management as 
well as the employees to appeal from the first Joint Com¬ 
mittee to which a matter is referred after the general 
manager has considered it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Either one? A. Yes, sir, either side. 

Q. Now, Mr. Williams, suppose the General Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals docs not come to a recommendation 
about the matter that satisfies the employee, is there any¬ 
thing else that can happen ? A. Yes, sir, the matter can be 
appealed to the president of the company. 

14191 Q. Xow, is it appealed to him, or— A. Paragraph 
3 of Section 9 there, it is on page 16. 

Q. That is the provision covering it? A. That’s the pro¬ 
vision covering it. 

Q. Yes. A. If the Joint—if the General Joint Commit¬ 
tee on Appeals shall have failed to affect a settlement of 
the matter referred to it as provided in paragraph 2 of 
this Section 9, the president of the company shall be noti¬ 
fied. 

Q. Well, after he is notified, what happens? A. The 
matter may bo referred to the president then, if the major¬ 
ity of the employees’ representatives on the General Joint 
Committee on Appeals agrees to such a reference. 

Q. It may be referred to whom? A, To the president of 
the company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Williams, I don’t think you 
are reading that right. 
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The witness: To an arbitrator or arbitrators to be de- 
tennined at the time, according to the nature of the con¬ 
troversy. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) That is after the president has been 
notified— A. Yes. 

14192 Q. —as I understand it? A, That’s right. 

Q. And if he and the employees’ representatives 
agree? A. That’s right. 

Q. Has there ever been any matter since you have been 
an employees’ representative that has gone to the president 
of the company that way? A. No, sir, there has not. 1 

Q. Has there been anv matter that hasn’t been settled 
in a way satisfactory to the employees by at least the 
General Joint Committee on Appeals? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I object to that as calling for a con¬ 
clusion, Mr. Examiner, too broad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams in so far as you 
know, has there been any matter while you were chairman 
of the General Body that wasn’t settled satisfactorily to 
the employees by the General Joint Committee on Appeals; 

I am, of course, referring to matters that went to that com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr. Rose: I still renew my objection to that question, | 
I think it is substantially the same question, Mr, Examiner, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec- 

14193 tion. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Is any oflScial record kept of 
the cases handled by each employees ’ representative by the 
Plan? A. Official record? 

Q. Yes. A. No, there is no official record kept, there is 
some representatives who have kept records of their cases 
and they— 

Q. But there is no record kept by the Plan? A. No, that 
question came up once about keeping a record and it was 
voted down at the General Body meeting, not to keep a 
record, and the reason for that was that the representa¬ 
tives felt that if we kept a record or might have kept a 
record of the oases, that it might have a tendency to scare 
some timid soul into taking a complaint up. 
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Q. Into taking a complaint or not taking? A. Scare him 
out, that he 'wouldn’t take a complaint, saying, “No, they 
'will have my name, or something like that.” You kno'w', 
you run into that type of person in this world. 

Q. So that you decided not to keep a record? A. We posi¬ 
tively voted it down, but there is, that is as far as the 
representative keeping his o'wm record, that is practically 
his own business. It has been done in the past, I 

14194 know of several that have kept records. 

Q. Yes, now, you told me that you had handled 
a number of grievances for individuals and for groups, 
as I understood you, of employees; will you tell me about 
some of those matters that you have handled and that 
you remember? A. By that question, do I understand that 
recent questions like in ’36 and ’37 and so on that are fresh 
in my mind? 

Q. Yes. A. Things like that? 

Q. Things that you can remember that you have taken 
up and you might tell me, in so far as you can fix the date, 
about when the questions came up, you might tell me if 
you had other employee representatives on some particular 
case other than yourself, tell me about that, too; in other 
words, I want to know what took place, what you did in 
handling grievances. A. Well, in most of my grievances 
they were handled by Alex Amann and myself, that is, he 
is an employees’ representative in the same department 
I am in and we have always felt that tw’o heads is better 
than one, two men have a better chance of getting the best 
of the other fellow, it is two to one. 

Q. So you worked together, did you? A. Yes, we 

14195 worked together. I know that the early part of 1936, 
that there had been some complaining going on in the 

welder department, and especially among the combination 
men. Now, by combination welder I mean a welder who can 
do both arc and acetylene welding. 

Q. Do both are and acetylene wielding? A. Both arc and 
acetylene "welding. 

Q. Those are different types of welding, are they? A. 
That’s right, one is eleetiric and the other is gas, acetylene. 
There "was—they had complained to myself, some of them 
had talked to Amann, so we got together and talked the 
thing over, investigated how many— 
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Q. You mean, you and Amann got together? A, Ainann 
and I, investigated how many combination men there were 
who were receiving what I called the middle rate, instead 
of the top rate in the welder department. We found nine. 

Q. A rate of pay, you mean, of course ? A. That’s right, 
rate of pay. We found nine. Mr. Amann and I went down 
to see Mr. Tom Kyler. 

Q. Who is he ? A. He was at that time foreman of the 
welder department, that is, the lower welder department. 
When I say lower, I mean Lower Combria. We talked 
over the possibilities of advancing these men to the top 
rate. 

14196 Q. With Mr. Kyler? A. With Mr. Kyler and Mr. 
Brubaker, who was there, too. Mr. Brubaker was 

Mr. Kyler’s assistant, and Mr. Kyler called him in on the 
conference. 

Q. You and Ainann were both together? A. Mr, Amann 
and I, yes, sir. Mr. Kyler refused our request and we 
notified him at that time that we intended to carry on with 
this case. By that I mean take it to the superintendent of i 
the department, which we did. 

We went over to see Mr. W. E. Miller, at that time super¬ 
intendent of the Maintenance Department, which the 
welder shop was under, or part of it. 

Q. Part of the welders were in— A. The welder shop 
was part of the maintenance department. 

14197 Q. So that Mr. Miller was the superintendent of 
the men whose rates you were dealing with? A. 

That’s right, Mr. Miller was the superintendent. We ex¬ 
plained to Mr. Miller the work that these men were doing. 

We felt, so did the men, that the combination welder was 
entitled to the top rate. 

Q. Top rate for welders, is that it? A. Top rate for 
welders is correct, and Mr. JJiller said he was sort if in¬ 
clined to agree with us at that time, but he asked for a | 
little time to consider the matter. I would say within the | 
next two days at the longest Mr. Miller sent for Mr. Amann | 
and myself, and at that time notified us— j 

Q. Did you go to see him? A. That’s right, he notified j 
us that the men would receive the increase in wages which j 
was five and a half cents per hour, that is the nine men | 
received— ! 
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Q. Yes? A. —five and a half cents per hour each. 

Q. "Was that the increase you and Amann had sought for 
them? A. That’s the increase that Amann and I sought 
for them, and it was what they requested. 

Q. Did they get the increase? A. They certainly 

14198 did, there was another time in the welding depart¬ 
ment which is shortly after that time, the work in 

the Car Shop, that is, when I say “Car Shop” I mean 
the welding end of the Car Shop. 

Q. Is that the Car Shop that is in the Franklin Plant? 
A. That’s right. 

Q. Franklin Division of the Plant, I mean? A. That’s 
right, it was slowing up a little and they had transferred 
some of the welders that thev had dovra to the lower welder 
shop. There were seven of them at that time and these 
seven men were put to work in the lower welder shop at 
the low rate, low welder rate. They thought that they 
should receive the middle rate. Now they were all arc 
welders, not acetehme. Amann and I talked over the case 
between ourselves first, then proceeded to the welders’ office 
to sec Mr. Kyler. 

Q. The same man? A. That’s right, the same man. We 
talked over in detail the case with Mr. Kyler and the 
possibility of increasing these seven welders’ rates to what 
we called the middle rate, 

Mr. Rose: Could we have the conversation in this in¬ 
stance, Mr. Examiner? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us as best you can remember 
what Mr. Kyler said, what Mr. Amann said and so on. A. 
Well, I told Mr. Kyler that we -would like to have a 

14199 few moments of his time. If you -want his conversa¬ 
tion you’d better listen—a few moments of his time. 

We had received a complaint from the welders which had 
been brought down from the Car Shop in regards to the 
rates. 

Mr. Kyler asked us what the trouble was and I told 
him that they had been started in at 51% cents rate, and 
they felt that they were entitled to the 57% cent rate. 

Q. 57% was the middle rate, was it? A. That was the 
middle rate. Mr. Kyler opposed it, give his reason for 
opposing it such as he said he didn’t think the men had 
been welding long enough, and that they weren’t quite 
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as good as a welder as lie compared them with another 
welder, and so on. 1 told Mr. Kyler that I wasn’t in¬ 
terested in the other welders, that I was only interested 
in the seven that we were talking about, which I named. 
Mr. Kyler told us at that time that he couldn’t see grant¬ 
ing this increase. I told Mr. Kyler that we were going 
to continue through with the case and go over and see 
Mr. Miller, the superintendent of the department, and I 
told him at that time that he was invited to go along if 
he wanted to, but he didn’t accompany us over. 

We went over to see Mr. Miller. We explained 

14200 to Mr. Miller what had gone on between Mr. Kyler 
and ourselves. 

Q. This is you and Amann? A. That’s right, and told 
him that we were seeking this increase in rate for the 
seven men which we named. ^Ir. Miller at that time said, 
“Well, sit down.” He said, “I want to get Kyler over 
here.” Ho sent for Kyler, he called Martin Fox in and 
told him to have Mr. Kyler come over to the office right 
away. 

Q. Who is Martin Fox? A. Martin Fox is chief clerk 
of maintenance. 

Q. Of Mr. Miller’s.^ A. Yes, that’s right. 

Q. Yes? A. Mr. Kyler come over in, I would say any¬ 
wheres from three to five minutes, it is not very far 
from the welders’ shop to the superintendent’s office, that 
is the foreman's office. Mr. Miller explained to Mr. Kyler 
why we were over here and 'Mr. Kyler said that “yes,” 
we had been talking to him. Mr. Miller asked Mr. Kyler 
at that time why he had refused to grant this increase. 
Mr. Kyler gave Mr. Miller his reason, the same as he had 
given us. 

Mr. Miller told Mr. Kyler in words or substance, “I 
think you are wrong.” He said, he said, “I think these 
welders are entitled to the increase,” and he called 

14201 to Mr. Kvler’s attention the fact that what we call 
a six—I don’t want to call him a six-weeks welder— 

he is wffiat we call a welder learner. In other words, they 
needed welders so bad, Mr. Rose, that they established a 
school, both in Franklin and Cambria, and those boys were 
required to go to school a period of six weeks, some had 
to go longer, see, but then they welded a piece and there 
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was tests made of them and after that they could do a 
job, that is if it would stand a certain thing, and why, at 
the end of six weeks they were put on from learner’s rate 
to this 51M; welder rate, and Mr. Miller explained 

to Mr. Kyler that he thought that these welders, felt the 
same as Mr. Amaim and I did, that these welders were a 
better welder than those new boys coming out of school 
and had welded through the Car Shop for a period of 
time, and had experience enough so that he thought that 
tliey should have the increase. 

At tliat time Mr. ililler told Mr. Amann and I that they 
would receive the increase in wages, which was, as I have 
said, from 51to 57%. 

14202 Q. And that was granted to them? A. That was 
granted to those of the welders. 

Q, Now, do you remember the other matter that you took 
up? A. Yes, sir, I heard a rumor going through the shop 
one day that the heli)ers in the boiler shop were circulating 
a petition and seeking an increase in wages. I did not at 
that time know what it was all about, nor did I make it 
my business to find out. I felt if that was what they were 
doing, I would get it soon enough. 

Q. You mean, it would come to you soon enough? A. 
That’s right; and one day at dinner time two of them 
came up to the layout table where I worked, and one said 
to me— 

Q. Two of the men that were circulating, or passed the 
petition around? A. I don’t know whether they circulated 
it, or whether thev did not. Thev seemed to be the men 
who spoke for the group, the spokesmen. 

Q. They wore two men that wanted an increase? A. 
Thev wanted an increase: that’s right. One of them said 
to me, “Here, Red, I have a present for you.” I grinned, 
opened it up and looked at it. It said on the top of it, 
something pretty near like this, it said, “We, through our 
em])loyees’ representative, seek an increase in rate 

14203 of five cents an hour to bring our rates in proportion 
as of 1929.” That might not be word for word, but— 

Q. That is the substance of it? A. That is true, yes. 

Q. Do you remember the rate increase exactly, do you? 
A. Yes, I do. 

Q. Five cents? A. That is what they requested. 
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Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. I told them that I would take this, | 
I would like to talk it over with Mr. Amann, and he said 
that was perfectly all right, whatever I did was agreeable, 
perfectly agreeable with them. I took the petition and got 
in touch with Mr. Amann, showed it to him and explained 
to him what it all meant. 

Q. What did you tell him, in explaining it to himf A. 

I told him that before 1929 and up to 1929, the helpers in 
the boiler shop had received several pennies per hour more 
than common labor. 

Q. The rate was several pennies an hour higher than 
that of common labor? A. Yes. If labor had forty cents, 
the shop helper might have been forty-two cents, so we 
decided we would talk to Mr. Risbon, the shop fore- 

14204 man—foreman of the boiler shop. We went down— 

Q. This is you and Mr. Amann? A. Mr. Amann 
and I went down and asked Mr. Risbon if we could talk to 
him. He said, “Yes, sir,” And I explained to him that 
I had a petition from the shop helpers seeking an increase 
in wages. I explained to Mr. Risbon that they had stated 
on the petition that they wanted five cents an hour. 

He had explained to me that they do not know what it 
would be, but they put five cents on just so they could get up 
a figure on it. That is what the two gentlemen said to me 
when they brought it up. 

I said, “Do you actually want the five cents, or are you 
seeking the 1929 scale?” 

He said, “You know more about that than I do, Red; 
the same as we used to have before 1929.” 

So I told Mr. Risbon that they were seeking this 1929 
scale, and he said, “MTio wants it?” I said, “All of the 
helpers or men carrying the labor rate in the boiler shop, 

Q. How many men were they? A. Sixty-five of them; 
and he said, “Well, who are some of them?” And I could 
not tell Mr. Risbon—it was not any particular some, it 
was the whole crowd. 

Mr. Risbon said that he could not do anything 

14205 about it at that time, so Mr. Amann and I talked 
between ourselves a little about what we were going 

to do next. 

We went back to Mr. Risbon and notified him that we 
intended to take this case to the superintendent of the 
department. 




7052 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. Was that the same day or some later day? A. The 
same day—merely walking over to a corner where yon can 
whisper to yourself, and then get right back—you know, 
get the heads together. 

Then we notified him we were going to take it to the 
superintendent. We went over and Mr. Miller wasn’t in. 
We asked Mr. Fox, the chief clerk there, when he expected 
him back. Mr. Fox said, “Oh, he will be in most anv time, 
Eed.»’ 

So w’e went back over to the shops where we worked, 
and we did not come over then again to see Mr. Miller 
until after three o’clock. 

Q. That same day? A. That is right. We had quit at 
three o^clock—no, I am wrong on three o’clock. It was 
after half past three, because we did not quit until half past 
three, and it was after that when we came over. 

Q. Was this 1936-19.37 or 19.37-1938, or when ? A. Xo, 
this was 1936. The early part of 1936. 

Mr. Miller was in. He had somebody in his office. 

14206 We told Mr. Fox that we would like to see Mr. Mil¬ 
ler, and he told us to have a seat and Mr. Miller 

would be down in a minute, and we did. 

Pretty soon we wei'e told to go ahead in. We went in, 
and I explained to Mr. Miller in detail—must I go throu.gh 
the same detail? I told him practically the same detail 
as I told Mr. Eisbon. what had gone on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is enough. 

Q. (By Ml*. Broun) Where you told someone else— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I will explain, Mr. Willijims, 
The theory on which all the lawyers and myself ask for 
the detail is, where you merely say, “We explained,” we 
must rely on your conclusion as to what you did explain, 
but when vou tell us wdiat vou said, we can draw some con- 
elusions ourselves. 

Of course, we do not expect you to remember every 
word, but as much as possible, give the substance of what 
you recall. 

14207 ^Ir. Broun: Mr, Examiner, I understand yon to 
mean t!iat where some conversation was recount(‘d 

in detail, and he says lie told someone else in substance 
the same thing, that is satisfactory? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 
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Mr. Broun: And I assume that is satisfactory to counsel 
for the Board? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Exaniiiicr Bloom: Just so we will know what 
ac'tuaJlv went on. 

The Witness; We explained to Mr. Miller everything 
that happened up to the time we came over to his office, 
and what was said by Mr. Risbon, and Mr. Miller laughed 
and says, “You are—’’ I recall this is his very statement. j 

He says, “You are having a hell of a time, aren’t you, | 

Red?” And he laughed. It was meant all in a friendly | 
way. 

He said, “May I see the petition?” 

And 1 said, “Yes, sir, you may,” and I handed it to 
Iiini, and he took a little look, leafed it ov'er. It was throe 
l)ages, if 1 am not mistaken—yes, three pages. Tie leafed 
it ovei*. 

He said, “Well, I will have to have a little time to con- 
sidei* this.” 

1 told him tliat was understood and agreed to. I 
1420.S told Mr. Amann, “Is that all right with you, Alex,” | 
and h(? said, “Yes.” So we agreed to grant ^fr. ] 
Milh'r tile iiec(‘ssarv time to go into the detail. | 

In this eoiiversation Mr. .Miller did ask me about the | 
sliop rates back in 1929. He was not superintendent of ] 
tliat department at that time, and 1 exiilained to him that j 
the sliop heli)ei*s liad always received a few more cents pei* j 
hour than the common labor. j 

(J. You had been there in 1929? A. Oh, yes, ijuite a i 
while: and he said all right. He said, “We will let y()u i 
know about this.” 

I would say, within three days I was notified by the 
: l(‘rk from the office to get ^Ir. Amann to go over to ^Ir. 
driller's office, which I did. 

T went in there and Mr. Miller said— 

Q. Was the clerk that notified you the clerk from your 
foreman’s office? A. Yes. 

Q. Was that the usual way of notifying you about peo- 
])le who wanted you for things? A. Yes, that w’as usually 
tlio way. They would call the office and the clerk would 
come up and say, “You are wanted over at the office.” 
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Mr. Miller said, “Well, I have an answer for you on that 
request for an increase for the helpers in the boiler 

14209 shop.’’ 

He said, “It is three cents an hour.” 

He gave me his reasons for it being three cents. He 
showed us where three cents brought it up to the 1929 
scale, which he understood was what the helpers had re¬ 
quested. 

Q. You mean by that, you brought the rate of the helpers 
up to the scale they had had in 1929? A. I am making a 
comparison of scales. 

Q. So the separation is, it brought the helper’s scale into 
the same relation to the common labor scale as existed be¬ 
tween those scales in 1929? A. That is correct. That is 
what I meant. 

He said it was equivalent to the three cents, and wanted 
to know if that was agreeable by us too. I told him it 
sounded perfectfully agreeable to me, but I would like to 
report back to the helpers in the boiler shop. 

I went back to the helpers in the boiler shop and did 
not find a one that did not say O.K., and I explained to 
some of them about the five cents being on the petition 
and the three cents granted, and all of them said, “Well, 
we signed that not paying any attention whatsoever about 
the five cents. What wo wanted was the 1929 scale.” So 
I reported that to ^Ir. Miller, and—oh, I would say four 
or five days elapsed from the time Mr. Miller noti- 

14210 fied us of the three-cent increase and the time I re¬ 
ported to him that everything was satisfactory. 

Q. You did report back to him that evcrj’thing was 
all right ? A. I certainly did, because if I do not, we refuse 
to accept the three cents. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let it stand. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) You would have gone on then, in the 
procedure you described, to the management’s representa¬ 
tive? A. Yes, sir; that was my duty. 

Another time there was about nine men working on a 
breakdown job in the Wire Mill. At that time I think they 
had trouble with the motor in the Rod Mill. Now, we 
have in our shop a bunch of machinists who are brought 
down to our machine shop room from the electrical machine 
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shop. At one time we had an electrical machine shop there. | 
Those men are experienced men in both—in doing ma- I 
chinist work around motors, and so on. Those men were 
taken down to the Wire Mill. They are shop men, not 
outside machinists. 

Most jobs, now, like the Wire Mill, would be taken care 
of by an outside machinists’ gang set up. In this case they 

would come in and grab shop hands to do this job. | 

14211 After they completed the job and came back they 
complained to Mr. Amann that they had lost money I 

by going to the Wire Mill. 

Q. These were the men who had gone from the Rod Mill f 
A. To the Rod ^lill, from the machine shop. 

Q. Where is the machine shop? A. At the Cambria 
Gate. 

Q. At the Lower Cambria Works? A. That is correct. 
They said that if they had stayed in the machine shop at 
their regular routine work, they would make a piece rate 
work much more than the day rate. 

Q. Were they men in your voting district? A. That’s 
right. Thev were men who had worked at the Wire Mill. 

So we asked those that came to complain to us who was 
down there, and they gave us a list of about seven names. 

We went from there back to the office and asked Johnnie 
Wright, the clerk in the machine shop, if we had the names 
of all the men that worked on that Wire Mill job, and he 
gave us two additional names, and showed us on the charge 
cards where they had been on the Wire Mill. 

Then we went to talk to Mr. Zilker, the general foreman 
of the machine shop. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. Z-i-l-k-e-r. 

14212 Q. Edward Zilker? A. Edward Zilker. Wc ex¬ 
plained to Mr. Zilker. We explained the men com¬ 
plained about going to the Wire Mill and working on the 
breakdown job and making less money than they would j 
have made at their own routine jobs. They did not think 
it fair to be sent down to the mill to do a breakdown job 

at less money. 

14213 Q. That is break do\\Ti, a piece of machinery they 
could fix? A. That is right. They were growling 

about going through the wire mill. Mr. Zilker agreed that 
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that was not quite right, and said he would see -what he 
could do about it. 

He asked us if we would not be a little patient and give 
him the rest of the day to look it up, to check our list and 
make sure we had them all, and if they were not all there, 
to put them in. 

"We told him that was agreeable, so the next morning— 
oh, I would say it was pretty well on to dinner time, Mr. 
Zilker called Alex Amann in and he came over and got 
me and said ^Ir. Zilker called him in the oflSce, and he 
wanted him there and wanted me there, too. 

We went over to Mr. Zilker’s office. Mr. Zilker told us 
he had the list that came here, and had talked to Mr. ^liller 
about this condition, and it was agreed to pay these men 
an average contract rate, or an average piecework rate for 
the time spent in the wire mill on that motor .iob. 

He asked us if we would agree to that. We told him 
we would like to talk to the men. We went out and spoke 
to the men. 

He wanted to go back for a period of three or 
14214 four pays and take their average rate. 

Q. How long is a pay? A pay is fourteen days— 
two weeks, exactly. 

The reason for doing that was those men do not work 
piecework hour in and hour out. They might hit a day 
work job, and if you try to pay him by his preceding 
pay, he might have had a lot of day work, and he would 
not get anything out of it, but by going back three of four 
pays, you hit a pretty fair average. 

They all agreed that that was satisfactory. 

We went back to report to Mr. Zilker that it was agree¬ 
able by the men, and that was sent through to the Time 
Department, and ^Ir. Amann and I received from Martin 
Fox a paper with the men’s names on it, and the amount 
of money each would receive the next pay day. 

Q. You mean, the amount of money on account of this 
settlement? A. Extra money, through a special allowance. 
It is added right onto their pay. 

When we met those men, wherever we happened to run 
into them, we told them the amount of money he received 
in the next pay. 
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Q. Did they say at that time that they were satisfied? i 
A. Yes, at that time they said it was perfectly agreeable, i 
and that was so; and after pay day—I don^t know 
14235 how long, but their time, I recall them coming some 

to me and some to Mr. Amann and some together, j 
and they said everything was okay, they got it, and so on, | 
until we both agreed that every one was satisfied. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that all? 

The Witness: Yes. 

]\rr. Rose: Can we fix the time? I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Fix it tomorrow morning. ! 

Ten o’clock. I 

(Thereupon, at 5:35 o’clock p.m., April 5, 1938, the hear¬ 
ing was adjourned until ten o’clock a,m., April 6. 1938.) 
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The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
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Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 
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Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the Na¬ 
tional Labor Relations Board, 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun. Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
GersdorfP, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa), 

Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburgh, Pennsylvania), 
on behalf of the Plan of Employees’ Representa¬ 
tion at Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
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Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 


14221 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Clare H. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, yesterday you had 
been telling us about the procedure followed by you in 
taking up grievances and handling matters for employees 
under the Plan and you went through the procedure as it 
was followed by you, as I understood it; can you tell me 
whether or not that procedure as you described is the gen¬ 
eral practice followed by employees’ representatives in 
taking up matters under the Plan. 

Mr. Rose: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, I think the 
last thing I asked was to fix the time, the occurance the 
witness was talking about, just before we adjourned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, that is right, I think I sug¬ 
gested that he would fix it this morning, is that right? 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have the record, 

14222 Mr. Broun, you probably will recall which incident 
Mr. Rose made his request with reference to. 

Mr. Broun: Just a second, I think I can find out. I 
believe Mr. Williams, weren’t you talking about an instance 
where machinists from your department had gone down to 
the Wire Mill? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And weren’t satisfied ■with the pay 
they had gotten? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: A shop helper? 

The Witness: Machinist, no, we had finished the shop 
helpers, Mr. Bose. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I think you said the shop helper 
situation was some time in 1936-37, the forepart of the 
year, hadn’t you? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: When was the other incident? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, when was this incident of the 
machinists? A. I said some time in ’36, I thought around 
about the middle of the year. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, do you have 
^Ir. Broun’s question in mind, that is as to whether or not 
the procedure followed by you in the incident you have 
described is the general procedure followed by rep- 

14223 resentatives in their attempt to adjust grievances; 
that is substantially your question, isn’t it? 

^Ir. Broun: Well, a little bit more than that. Mr. Ex- | 
aminer, I was trying to direct the witness’ attention back [ 
to the time when he described the procedure more or less j 
generally as to himself rather than relating it to these 
specific instances. 

I think what he said he did with the specific instances 
is exactly the same as what he said generally, but he has 
only gone as far as the superintendents in the instance 
that he described, whereas before he described the pro¬ 
cedure all the way through. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, do you understand, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, what I mean, whether or not the procedure as you 
have described it that you followed, that is, and that was 
followed out by you on cases that you helped others with, 
is the general practice followed by the employees’ repre¬ 
sentatives in taking matters up under the Plan? A. Yes, 

I understand you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; You mean, if they went as far 
as he went? 

Mr. Broun: Certainly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I see. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, in describing that prac- 

14224 tice for us, as you did some time before the ad¬ 
journment yesterday afternoon, we considered it as 

though it has to do with a case involving only one em¬ 
ployee and in describing matters that you handled a little bit 
later, they applied sometimes to as many as sixty-five 
employees. A. That’s right. j 

Q. Is the pi-ocedurc the same whether it is one or more i 
than one employees? A. Yes, sir. i 
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Q. Now, I will ask you, Mr. Williams, to go on and 
tell us some other matters that you handled under the 
Plan, if you will, please; give us the conversation and the 
substance of what was said in so far as you can re- 

14225 member. A. In the fall of 1936 a car shop was build¬ 
ing a car order, that is a box-car order, and they 

run into some trouble on the doors, that is the doors on 
the lock stock, and orders came down to the shop to send 
some machinist up to do some grinding and chipping and 
filing and make the doors fit and work smooth. 

Q. That was up to the car shop in Franklin? A. That’s 
right. 

Q. All right, go ahead. A. The job was being done down 
in the welder part of the car shop, we call it the tank car 
shop building. I don’t know how long exactly the men 
had been up there when two of them came down and got 
in touch with Mr. Amann and myself and complained about 
only receiving day rate for this work in the car shop of 
fixing these doors up. 

They explained to us the work they were doing and 
named about seven or eight additional machinist that were 
up there with them on that turn. 

Q. The work they were doing in the car shop, you mean? 
A. That’s right, so Mr. Amann— 

Q. What was that generally? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. What sort of work was that generally, welding work? 
A. No, I would say they were filing and grinding and 

14226 chipping the doors. 

Q. Oh, I see, A. And we told the gentlemen that 
wo would be up after work to see them. So after work Mr. 
Amann and myself got in my car and went to the Frank- 
line Car Shop, down into the Welding Department where 
these doors were being fixed. We got in touch with Mr. 
Baumer who was then superintendent of the Car Shop, 
and Mr. Williamson who was foreman of the shop which 
the work was being done under, or in, rather, and they 
called the men in. I wouldn’t want to say that was an 
office, he had a desk in there, but there was a lot of welder 
vire stored in there, but it was a big room, Mr. Bloom, 
I don’t know if you would call it his office or not, the 
welding school was right next to it, and he called in the 
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men going off the seven to three turn, and the men going on 
the other turn. 

Q. That would be the three to eleven, you mean? A. 
That’s right, and we had a meeting and talked over the 
work. What I mean by work, Mr. Williamson stated how 
many he thought ought to be done and only how many was 
being done. 

Q. How many what? A. Doors, they were doing per 
turn, I mean. Two of the men asked us to come out 

14227 in the shop and look at the work they had to do. 

Q. That is you and Amann, or anyone else? A. 
Amann and I and Mr. Williamson and Mr. Baumer fol¬ 
lowed us out. They went over and showed us a couple of 
different doors there, said what they had to do on the one 
door and how much they had to do on the other door and 
that no two were alike, and so on, but after quite a lengthy 
discussion pro and con in regards to what was right and 
what was wrong, by that I mean we were trying to get 
an adjustment in rate for them and they were opposing it. 

Q. The management, you mean, were opposing it? A. 
That is Mr. Williamson and Mr. Baumer, yes, sir. Mr. 
Amann and I left the car shop and the following morning 
we went over to see Mr. Miller, superintendent of the 
^iaintenanee Department then and directly in charge of 
these machinists w*ho were w-orking in the car shop. 

We told Mr. Miller what we had seen up there and of 
our meeting and -what had been said, and that the men were 
complaining that they w’ere up there helping out on a 
job, and only making day w’ork, whereas if they were left 
down in the shop where they figured the working condi¬ 
tions were better they would make more money on the piece 
rate work, 

14228 Q. When they were in the shop in your voting 
district, wkich is Lower Cambria, I understand— 

A. Yes, the machine shop. 

Q. —they were on piece work? A. Most of the time, 
yes, sir. 

Q. Then when they were up at the car shop you say they 
were on day work? A. Day work. 

Q. On a car shop day rate or their own day rate? A. 
Their own day rate. 

Q, But they didn’t get a piece rate in the car shop? 
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A. That’s right, the job wasn’t contracted. Mr. Miller 
sent for Mr. Zilker. 

Q. That is Z-i-l-k-e-r, isn’t it, Mr. Williams? A. 
Z-i-l-k-e-r. Mr. Zilker came over to Mr. Miller’s oflSce. Mr. 
Miller explained to Mr. Zilker what we had said to him, 
we had been up to the car shop, asked Zilker what he knew 
about it. Mr. Zilker said that, explained what he knew about 
the job, and said that he didn’t know that the men had 
complained about it and asked who was complaining. I 
told him all of them, they had a couple of spokesmen, 
but the whole crowd was complaining. I told him that 
we had been up there the night before and Mr. Miller had 
told us. 

14229 Q. Do you mind telling me once more who Mr. Zil¬ 
ker is ? A. General foreman of the machine shop. 

Q. He was over the machinists then? A. That is right. 
Mr. Miller said he thought we should take care of this 
item, with a special allowance, paying those men an average 
piece work rate. He asked Mr. Amann and myself at that 
time if we would agree to an average adjustment such as 
the other one was going back for; if I am not mistaken 
I think we used this six pay periods and told Mr, Miller 
we thought at that time it would be agreeable, but we would 
like to talk to several of the men. We did that and reported 
back that that would be agreeable. 

Q. Had the men told you it would be agreeable? A. 
That is right. We—Mr. Wright, a clerk in the machine 
shop, then was told by Mr. Zilker in the presence of Mr. 
Amann and myself to look up the names and check numbers 
and the amount of hours of every man that had worked on 
that job at the car shop, and— 

Q. You mean every man from your shop? A. That is 
right. When he had that completed, he was to get in touch 
with Mr. Amann and myself and see whether we 

14230 were agreeable. That was all of them. This was 
done. We checked the*list, went out in the shop and 

talked to some men on the job to make sure that there 
had not been any missed. All the parties were agreeable, 
and that was all. The names were taken to Mr. Miller’s 
oflSce, the superintendent, and a special allowance slip which 
we had to sign in order to get the special allowance, and 
paying those men there for the piece time rate. 
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Q. Was that done, paying the men for the piece time | 
rate? A. That is right. There were seventeen of them 
involved. I do not recall how much each one got, but I 
do know one fellow in particular, the highest man—that 
is, the man that was there the longest—received $17 and 
something. It varied from there down. Some men had 
only spent a day up there. i 

Q. That was $17 above what the day rate was? A. That 
is right. 

Q. Now— A. I had— 

Q. You had not finished that? A. Yes. I finished that. 

Q. Will you please tell us about some other matter that 
you handled, Mr. Williams? A. In the latter part 

14231 of 1937, with the helper in the boiler shop operating I 
a punch located in what we call the roof shop—^that I 

is, part of the boiler shop. It is really all boiler shop today, ! 
but at one time—to clarify it, the roof shop, the structure | 
work—the roof shop made all structure work and the boiler 
shop made all pipe work, and each shop had a foreman; but 
today it is all combined. The machinery they use is in 
the boiler shop. 

The men were growling because a man—^he was operat¬ 
ing this punch and only receiving a labor rate for basic 
rate, 

Q. What do you mean by labor rate for basic rate? A. 
Well, the punch is all piece work and—^by that I mean is 
day rate. That is, the basic rate, and he was receiving 
labor rate for that. Now, if he was to go on a punch and 
get a job he did not make out according to the punch rate 
that the other punch men carried—may I give an illustra¬ 
tion? 

14232 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Yes; | 

The Witness: Suppose he made forty cents an hour and | 
the punch rate was fifty cents an hour. The man operating | 
the punch, carrying the fifty cent rate, he made fifty-six | 
cents an hour. The percentage wasn’t very good. | 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The man on the punch making fifty | 
cents an hour would make fifty-six cents an hour? A. That | 

is right. I 
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Q. Because of the piece rate? A. That is right, and the 
man making forty cents an hour, he would just make forty- 
eight cents. 

Q. As I understand it, the man had a rate off the punch 
of, say, forty cents an hour? A. Yes. 

Q. When he worked on the punch he still got the forty 
cents instead of the rate the men on the punch got? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. So he wanted to get the punch rate without being on 
the punch, in order to get what the men on the punch got? 
A. No. He did not growl. The other men felt it would 
help their rate. 

Q. The men who did work on the punch did not 

14233 want a man getting a lower rate than they got work¬ 
ing on the punch? A. That is right. At one time, 

the middle turn—^the three to eleven turn, the punch men 
came over to the layout table about five minutes before quit¬ 
ting time and stated these facts to me. 

Q. The facts you have just stated? A. Yes, that is right. 
This forty cents and fifty cents. 

Q. You need that just as an illustration? A. Yes. I told 
him I would talk to Mr. Risbon about this condition. 

I punched my card out and parked my car in a lot down 
below the office. On my way down to the car I stopped in 
the office and called Mr. Risbon’s attention to the fact that 
this man was operating that punch for labor rate; that the 
rest of the punch men did not think it was fair. 

Mr. Risbon stated he did not see where that concerned the 
rest of the punch men. I told him I felt that it did. If the 
man is operating a punch, I felt he should receive the punch 
rate. If he is a helper he should be taken off the punch 
and put on helper; but he did not agree to that set-up. 

Mr. Risbon said, “If he is making more money on 

14234 the punch and carrying the helper rate, we will 
gladly put him on his own type of work.” 

I said, “He is capable of doing that type of work, and 
should be permitted to punch.” Mr. Risbon refused the 
request. 

Q. Mr. Risbon was the superior there? A. He was the 
foreman of the men, yes. 

Mr. Amann was not with me on this one. 

I took my car and drove over to the Cambria City foot 
bridge and talked over there and went in to see Mr. Trexler. 
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Q. Mr. Trexler, you say? A. Yes, the superintendent of 
the department. Now, I explained to Mr. Trexler what I 
had said to Mr. Risbon and what he had told me in return, 
and I said he had refused to go along with us. I said I did 
not think the management wanted a man operating a punch 
and carrying the helper’s rate. I said I did not think that 
was quite the idea. 

Mr. Trexler asked if, in my mind, the man was capable 
of operating a punch. I said I certainly did. I said that 
I haven’t found any of the foremen or any of the boys who 
operate the punch to say he was not just as capable as any 
of the other punch men. 

Mr. Trexler sent for Mr, Risbon and he came over 

14235 and stated his side, and said that—Mr. Trexler asked 
him, ‘^Do you know that man on the pimch?” He 

said, “Oh, yes.” “Is he operating the punch on one of 
the turns?” Mr. Risbon said he is. 

Mr. Trexler said, “My God, John, that man should re¬ 
ceive the punch rate then. No argument to it.” 

Mr. Trexler told me there, he said that he would recom¬ 
mend or would grant the increase in wages and the man 
received an increase in wages of 13% cents an hour. 

Q. That brought him up to the punch rate? A. That 
brought him up to the punch rate; that is right. 

Q. When you said a moment ago you told Mr. Trexler 
you did not think that having a man on the lower rate on 
the punch, doing a puncher’s job, was quite the idea, what 
did you mean? A. I meant that my understanding, 

14236 and my dealings with the management in other cases 
where we talked about rates and where I heard them 

saying I might do another fellow’s job today on a swipe 
time, I might receive—did not think the management 
wanted that man to operate a punch for helper’s wages. 

Q. That brings me to what is a swipe time. A. One time 
you only dare work five days a week, and they could be only 
operating seven, which leaves two ^ys. If I had a job to 
fill in with another man, he would fill my rate. If he was a 
shop leader and maybe fill in, he would be paid the leader 
rate, 

Q. No matter what he was being paid on the other job 
for five days, he would get your rate? A. He would get my 
rate. 
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Q. The swipe rate refers to the two days in the seven that 
you did not work! A. That is right. That is what I mean 
by swipe rate. Another time, the three drill press men in 
the boiler shop came to me and complained that they had 
heard there were three rates for drill press men. They 
said that they felt that the type of work they had done in 
the boiler shop was worth more than the rate they had. 
At that time we were building a locomotive boiler. 

Q. Were they getting the low rate at the time they 

14237 came to you? A. They were, and they used this 
locomotive boiler—that is flue sheet, and so on, for 

an illustration of the type of work they were doing. 

Q. You mean, in talking to you? A. That is right, in 
talking to me. I told them that I am inclined to agree with 
them, that I did believe that the drill press work in the 
boiler shop was higher class work than common, ordinary 
drill press work. 

Q. What is drill press work? A. Drilling holes, or coun¬ 
ter-sinking holes. You put a drill in and put a hole in a 
plate or put a counter-sinker in, and counter-sink a hole. 

Q. "UTiere is the press? I was wondering about the drill 
press. A. That is a machine, 

Q. It is done by machine, and not by hand tool? A. No, 
it is done by machine; and I told him I would take this up 
with the foreman, which I did. 

I went in to see Mr. Risbon. 

Before I went to see Mr. Risbon I investigated the three 
different rates paid to drill press men, and looked at the 
different types of drilling in the machine shop. 

Q. Was Mr. Amann with you on this one, or not? 

14238 A. Wait a minute. Then I went to talk to Mr. 
Amann. Where he works there is drill presses, the 

same as where I work. I asked Mr. Amann if he will come 
over to the boiler shop. I said I would show him some 
work our drillers were doing. He did. We decided to go 
down and talk to Mr. Risbon. 

Q. I might have misunderstood you—^when you saw Mr. 
Amann he was on his drill press? A. No. There are drill 
presses over where he works; he was not on a drill press. 
He can operate a drill press. 

Q. But he does not do that regularly? A. No, he does 
not do that regularly. He is a skilled mechanic. 
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We went dowTi to see Mr. Eisbon— 

Q. You and Mr. Amann, both? A. Me and Mr. Amann, 
both. We talked the situation over and Mr. Eisbon told 
him the boys had complained that they should have a dif¬ 
ferent rate on the drill presses. Mr. Eisbon called odr 
attention to the fact that they are not drilling day in and 
day out, and there might be a period of a week where they 
would not even touch a drill, perhaps, and he felt they were 
not regular drill press men. We argued to the fact 

14239 that the drill press men put at least 80 per cent, of 
their time on the drill press, and we did not feel that 

they should be—^well, we called it punished, to be honest 
with you, for the 20 per cent. 

Q. You mean, the men whose case you were taking up? 

A. That is right, the three drill press men. 

Q. Let us see if I understand you on that particular 
point. You say the regular drill press men spent 80 per 
cent, of their time actually on drill presses? A. Yes. In 
other words, in the boiler shop. You would not have a 
drill press work continually, like in the machine shop, 24 
hours a day. You might have a lot of drilling to keep it 
going for a year. Then for a week or a couple of days it 
would not work, because the type of work we are doing is 
changed, and requires no drilling, or a particular type of 
job could not be handled in the boiler shop, and they took 
it to the machine shop. 

These boys did not really carry the title “driller.” They 
carried just the helper’s title, but they were set up on piece- i 
work rate, with the low driller rate, if you know what I I 
mean. I 

14240 Q. Which was less than the rate you think they ! 
should get for the type of work they are doing? A. 

That’s right. 

Q. Because they were not doing drilling most of the 
time? A. No. I said they were doing drilling most of the | 
time—80 per cent of the time was drilling. | 

Q. By 80 per cent—80 per cent was drilling? A. Yes, and 
20 per cent was helping in the shop with the gangs. 

Mr. Eisbon then said, “Well, let us go up to the drill 
press and take a look. So up to the shop we went to the 
drill shop. 
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Q. You mean, Mr. Amann and Mr. Risbon? A. Mr. 
Amann, and Mr. Risbon and myself; and at that time the 
driller was drilling the holes in the flue sheet of a loco¬ 
motive boiler. Mr. Risbon looked at the job and put his 
finger down in the holes to feel for edges, and so on. He 
said, “That is a damn good job. That is a nice job.” 
Tliat is the very way he said it. 

He said, “Come on, let us go back down again.” We 
went back down to the ofiSce and Mr. Risbon then agreed 
to look up the different drill press rates before making 
any recommendations. We agreed to that and left. 

I would say in—oh, in not longer than three hours 

14241 later the clerk came up and said Mr. Risbon would 
like to see Mr, Amann and I in the oflSce, so we went 

back down to the office. I got Mr. Amann over in the 
machine shop. I hollered to 'Mr. Amann to go on, Mr. Ris¬ 
bon w'anted to see us. 

We went on back to the boiler shop office, and he told us 
that he had talked to Mr. Zilker, the general foreman of 
the machine shop. 

Q. This is Mr. Risbon that had talked to him? A. Yes, 
and had looked up the drill press rates and the different 
types of work. Mr. Risbon then agreed to put these three 
boys on the middle drill press rate. 

Q. That is, a higher rate than they had been getting? 
A. That is right. At that time it was five and one-half 
cents an hour more than they were getting. He said he 
would make out the necessaiy recommendation and send it 
through. 

We went back out of the office and I met the two of the 
drill press boys, the one going off turn and the one coming 
on, at three—that is, the middle turn. I told them what had 
happened and— 

Q. They were perfectly satisfied? A. They were per¬ 
fectly satisfied; and I asked if the fellow on the three to 
eleven would tell him, and if he was not satisfied he could 
see me in the morning when I came out at seven 

14242 o’clock; but he evidently was satisfied because he 
never said a word, one way or the other. 

Q. The rate was granted? An increase was granted? A. 
An increase was granted; yes, sir. 
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Q. They got the increase? A. They got the increase. 

Q. You did not say, Mr. Williams, about when you 
thought that matter was handled by you? A. Yes, I said j 
in the latter part of 1937, the Fall of the year, Mr. Trexler I 
was down there— 

Q. I thought you said that was as to the preceding one? 
This was about the same time? A. Yes. They were close 
together. 

Q. Do you remember anything else at the moment that 
had to do with the boiler shop? A. Yes. I had some ad¬ 
justments made in some layout rates in the boiler shop. I 
talked to my buddy down there who was doing layout work 
and— 

Q. That was not Mr, Amann then? A. No, I mean— 

Q. It was somebody else? A. The buddy on the layout 
table, and in the course of our conversation it came out 
that he was receiving three cents per hour less than the 
layout rate. In other words, he carried the title of first- | 
class sheet metal worker, which was three cents an | 
14243 hour less than the layout rate. I talked that over I 
with Mr. Risbon. j 

Q. He was the foreman of that man? A. Yes. When he 
came up Mr. Risbon—Mr. Risbon would come up to the | 
layout table at different times. When he came that day I 
called him over where I was working and told him I did not 
think that that was quite fair. Neither did the gentleman 
who was receiving it, that I thought if he was the layout, 
he should actually get the layout rate. 

It was admitted there that Mr. Risbon admitted he did 
not really know that that existed. He said he felt we 
should have mentioned that to him before. I told him at 
that time that I was not in the habit of hunting trouble. 
Trouble could find me quick enough, and Mr. Risbon said 
that he would talk that over with Mr. Trexler, if that was 
agreeable, and I said that it was. 

Q. I did not ask you—while we are talking about Mr. Ris¬ 
bon—whether he was the foreman over the drillers you 
talked about? A. He was the foreman over the drillers and 
foreman over those layout men, and he was my foreman. I j 
could not swear he did, because I was not there when he I 
talked to Mr. Trexler, but at least he came back to the lay- ! 
out table later on in the day— I 
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14244 Q. The same day? A. Yes, sir, and told me that 
he had talked to Mr. Trexler about it and that the 

rate in question would be raised to the three cents an hour 
to bring it up into the rate it should be; and the following 
pay—wait a minute, I should not say the following pay—I 
mean, right after the recommendation, the next pay, the 
next pay he got he said, *‘Yes, I got it.’^ 

Q. He got the raise? A. That is right. He said that. 

Q. You understood, did you, that that meant he was satis¬ 
fied? A. I did. 

Mr. Rose; I object to that, Mr. Examiner. Tell us what 
the man said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I vdYi let it stand. 

The Witness: Another time, there was some complain¬ 
ing going on in the outside machinists gang. By that, I 
mean this group of machinists were called outside machin¬ 
ists. They had most of their work out in the field where 
construction is going on, or repair work. They are not in 
the shop unless their work gets slack outside and there is a 
rush job and they need them. 

Q. I am not sure what you mean? WTiat do you mean by 
outside in the field? Do you mean in the Cambria 

14245 Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And not in your machine shop, in Lower Cam¬ 
bria? A. That is right. Very little work they do down 
there. Most work would be in the Wheel Plant one day, 
the Open Hearth the next day—they would spend a week, 
maybe, in the Open Hearth, or wherever the work was 
going on. 

Mr. Heeney met me one evening about a quarter to four. 
I had been in talking to the superintendent about something 
at that time, and was just going out and he was standing 
outside waiting on me, and said, “I wanted to see you, 
Red. I thought if I ran down after work I might catch you 
down here.” 

And he said, “I have been working on the outside ma¬ 
chinists myself, and a couple of us who act as leaders on 
this job, we ought have a raise,” and he said, have 
talked to the foreman, Bill Hughes.” 

14246 Q. Is that H-u-g-h-e-s? A. Yes. Be careful. We 
have two of them. 

Q. Is this one named William, or Bill Hughes? A. Yes. 
We call him Bill. 
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Q. Does he have an initial? A. Yes, but I do not know it. 
I call him Bill. 

Q. What was he foreman of? Tell us what he was fore¬ 
man of so we won’t get him mixed up. A. He was foreman 
of the outside machinists. He said he talked to Mr. Hughes 
and Mr. Hughes promised to look into it, but he thought he 
was not getting enough action. I asked him if anything was 
said in particular, that he was not worth it or was not going 
to get it, and he said, “No. Mr. Hughes told me—” he said 
Mr. Hughes told him he thought he was worth it and would 
see what he could about it, but he said what he was growling 
about was the delay. I asked how long that was, and he 
said he asked him a couple of times. He said, “Really, it 
is only about a month ago that I begin to—I believe he said, 
“Squeal.” So I told him all right, 1 would talk to Mr, 
Hughes, and if necessary I would talk to the superintend¬ 
ent. We would see what we can find out about it. 
14247 Q. W^as that the superintendent of the Mainte¬ 
nance Department, that would have been? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Was that Mr. Miller or Mr. Trexler at that time ? A. 
That was settled under Mr. Miller. 

Q. So that would have been about when? A. Let’s see, 
that was one of the last things I ever took to Mr. Miller and 
he died in May some time, in May I would say, that was the 
month, prior to May, 

Q. In what year? A. 1937. The next day when I came 
to work I told Mr. Amann what had happened and Mr. 
Amann is a little, well, Mr. Amann is better acquainted 
with a machinist job than I am for, after all, I am not a 
machinist, but he knows all the little details and he has 
been in the department, in fact the Plan long enough, that 
is longer than I have, I mean, but my reason for talking to 
him was that Mr. Heeney had said that there was several 
of them in there. 

Q. Several machinists, outside of machinists, that is—A. 
"Well, he said there was a couple of more, but at that time 
he said, “I am not going to say anything about them be¬ 
cause,” he said, “they didn’t talk to me.” He said, “I am 
speaking for—” I think he named three, himself and two 
others. 
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14248 Q. Yes? A. So Mr. Amann and I decided that we 
would look over the list of outside machinists and 

pick out who the other men might be that he mentioned, but 
did not name. We found five altogether. 

I met Mr. Hughes coming in at the gas station gate after 
work in an automobile and I throwed my hand up and sig¬ 
nalled for him to stop, went over and told him that, asked 
him if he had talked to Mr. Heeney about an increase in 
wages and he said, “Oh, hell, yes,” he said, “I did, Red,” 
and he said, “I completely forgot.” 

Q. And how long was this after Heeney had spoken to 
you? A. The next day. I laughed and in a kidding way 
whv, I said, “Well, that is bad to forget something like 
that” 

“Yes,” he said, “that is bad.” He said, “But I prom¬ 
ise you,” he said, “I will get right after that.” 

I said, “I wish you would.” 

He said he would. So I went home and Mr. Heeney was 
at my house waiting on me, my home. I told Mr. Heeney 
what had happened and explained to him that a thing like 
that w’ould require several days or a week, and I asked him 
for that amount of time, and he said that—or rather I said 
that I didn’t believe that going over the superintend- 

14249 ent and proposing a case unless I was familiar with 
it and could take intelligent notice, I could talk intel¬ 
ligently on it, and he said that was perfectly all right, he 
said, “Well, how are you making out?” 

I told him, well, I thought I was making out all right as 
far as we had gone and the next day I met Mr. Hughes in 
the machine shop, and I asked him if he had done anything 
about it. He said, “Yes,” he was working on it, but he 
hadn’t come to any decision yet. 

Well, that sort of a thing went on for the next two or 
three days with every night I went home finding Mr. 
Heeney in my house wanting to know how we were doing 
and giving me some more information or talking more on 
his case. In fact, I have had them down home already, one 
out in the front room, one in the kitchen, and one out in 
the dining room taking their turn waiting. 

Q. All about— A. They all come down to see me about 
something that they thought should be adjusted or some 
little thing that happened, yes, sir. So Mr. Heeney asked 
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me if I had any objection to him talking to Mr, Miller. I 
told him positively no, I didn’t care if he talked to the gen¬ 
eral manager of the plant, and if he felt that he could help 
himself or do better than I could, or just wanted to 

14250 do it merely to make sure that it was there, why, to 
help himself. 

He told me, he said, “Rod, I don’t mean it that way.” 
He said, “I would just like to talk to Mr. Miller about it.” 

I said, “You go right ahead, that is your business,” I 
met him when I was coming from a safety meeting the 
next day. 

Q. Miller or Heeney? A. Heeney. He said, “Well, Red, 
I talked to Dave about it.” 

Q. Dave, Mr. Miller? A, Yes, we used to call him Dave 
when his back was turned, Mr. Miller when he talked to 
him, but he was pretty well known as Dave to everybody, 
and he said, “I talked to him and he said, ‘He told me, 
well now, keep my shirt on, they were working on that, and 
he wasn’t going to be mistreated or sidestepped.’ ” And 
he said, “I told him that I would talk to you.” 

I laughed and I said, “Weil, that wasn’t necessary.” I 
said, “He already knows that.” So I would say within 
the next three days Mr. Miller sent for Mr, Amann and 
myself and informed us that the five machinists, outside 
machinists, that we had talked about— 

Q, That included Heeney, did it? A. That included 

14251 Heeney—would receive an increase in wages. That 
increases amounted to eight cents per hour. 

Q. Each one of them? A. Each one of them. 

Q. What did you say when Mr. Miller told you that and 
Mr. Amann that, what did you say when Mr. Miller told 
you and Mr. Amann about that, what did you do, if any¬ 
thing? A. I told Mr. Miller at that time that I was sure 
that that would be, everything would be O.K. because that 
is the rate that they had asked for. 

Q. Had they told you that before Heeney had— A. 
That’s right, they had carried the third machinist rate and 
wanted it advanced to the middle rate, the second rate, 
which was done. 

Q. Yes? A. I have handled the readjustment of machin¬ 
ists’ rates, Mr. Amann and I together have done this, for 
about ten or twelve different machinists. 
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They weren’t all in a group, there might have been, there 
was one at one time and two at another time, and then one 
again, but they were handled in, I would say, a period of 
about two months and they were all with the same routine, 
seeking an adjustment from the first class rate to 

14252 second class rate, some of them— 

Q. Were they all— A. All but two of them. 

Q. Were they all working on the same sort of work in 
the same department, all these twelve men? A. They were 
all vise hands, except two of them. 

Q. Two of them? A. Yes, and those who were seeking 
from the second class to the first class machinist rate, the 
high machinist rate, I mean. 

Q. And why don’t you just select one of the ten that were 
vise hands and tell us how you handled that, if it was 
handled just exactly like the other, substantially, and then 
take one of the two who went from second class to first 
class, and tell us how you handled that. A. Take one of 
each type? 

Q. That’s right, as I understand it you handled each type 
in substantially an identical way, simply different times? 
A. Yes. 

Q. There may have been a different adjustment I 

14253 suppose, is that correct, or was the adjustment the 
same? A. The adjustment was the same I would 

say. 

Q. In each type? A. In ten of them. 

Q. The same in the other two? A. Yes, the difference 
was the money, the amount. 

14254 Q. Let’s take one of the ten. A. One of the vise 
hands ? 

Mr. Rose: Well, may I interrupt there, Mr. Examiner? 
I think we have had the procedure now, how these griev¬ 
ances are taken up. 

Mr. Broun: I am not asking— 

Mr. Rose: Is it necessary to go through these again? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: How many of these do you intend 
going through, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I don’t know, sir, I am asking Mr. Williams 
what he has done and accomplished under the Plan, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want to know how many of 
these individual instances you intend to take up? 
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Mr. Broun: He has mentioned a situation, Mr, Examiner, j 
of some twelve men. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know what he has mentioned. 
Mr. Broun: I am not asking him to take up the ten, just 
one. I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr, Broun, I am asking you how ! 
many individual grievances you intend giving us the de¬ 
tails of. 

Mr. Broun: As many as Mr. Williams remembers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you intend doing the same 
thing with other witnesses? 

14255 Mr. Broun: I think we shall call other witnesses 
for that, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don't think it is necessary. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there has been testimony ad¬ 
duced in this case, apparently for the avowed purpose of 
showing that the Plan here at this plant amounts to noth¬ 
ing, and accomplishes practically nothing, that employees 
don't do anything under the Plan but vote and that em- | 
ployces' representatives get nothing accomplished that I 
amounts to anything except fixing a board here and there I 
and patching up a window that, in effect, the Plan is the | 
thing that accomplishes nothing at all, that it is useless | 
with respect to the fundamental problems of employees’ | 
interests. | 

Furthermore, there are charges here and testimony has 
been adduced apparently for the purpose of proving that 
the Plan has been dominated and interfered with by the 
company and that employees at the plant here have been 
interfered with and restrained and coerced by the company 
in the exercise of their rights guaranteed by Section 7 of 
the Act. Now, we conceive that it is our right and our duty 
to meet those charges and to rebut the testimony which as 
apparently been put in in an attempt to prove the 

14256 charges. 

A very important means of meeting these charges 
is to show the matters that have been handled under the 
Plan by the representatives and the way in which they have 
been handled. The testimony as to such matters, it seems 
to me, is directly pertinent, competent, relevant and ma¬ 
terial to the issues of domination and interference and re- | 
straint and coercion. We know that those charges of dom- I 
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ination, restrain and interference and coercion are nntrue 
and we feel and are confident that a showing of what was 
done under the Plan, what was handled under the Plan by 
the representatives, and what was really accomplished by 
them, is direct evidence in proving that the charges were 
untrue. The company knows that literally thousands of 
matters have been handled under the Plan by the employ¬ 
ees^ representatives and that those matters have ranged 
over the whole course, the whole field, of things of interest 
to employees; rates of pay, wages, working conditions. 
They have had to do with individual employees, groups of 
employees, and with all of the employees. 

Now, there has been a great deal of pretty confident talk 
on the part of the Board about the recent Greyhound de¬ 
cision of the Supreme Court. There is one thing that is 
sure, it seems to me about that decision, and that is that an 
important question in determining whether or not 
14257 the Plan has been dominated and controlled is the 
question of whether or not the Plan is an effective 
means of collective bargaining to show what the Plan has 
done, what has been done under the Plan, and what it has 
accomplished for the men in this plant of real worth and 
what its real effectiveness has been, is undoubtedly proper 
testimony and direct evidence material to the issues in the 
case and evidence which we believe will prove, without a 
doubt, that the Plan has been and is an effective means of 
collective bargaining and, therefore, could not have been 
dominated and interfered with by the company and that 
the men could not have been coerced and restrained and 
interfered with in the exercise of their rights under the 
Plan. 

Now, it seems to me that there can be no question about 
the pertinency and the materiality of this evidence and that 
whatever time is necessary to put the evidence in, should 
be taken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, as I understand it, you 
have thousands of those cases that you intend showing? 

Mr. Broun: No, sir, I don’t think that it is conceivable 
that employees’ representatives "would remember thou¬ 
sands of cases. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, would you say hundreds 
of cases? 
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14258 Mr. Broun; I donknow. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You used the word 
“thousands”. 

Mr. Broun: I said the company knows that thousands 
have been settled. That doesn’t mean that the representa¬ 
tives would remember over years thousands of cases, I 
doubt very much if that is the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, since you bring the Grey¬ 
hound Case up, let me ask you, the Greyhound Case, the 
Supreme Court Opinion mentioned the fact that there was 
no provision made in the Plan for meetings of employees 
with their representatives. Is there any distinction be¬ 
tween that phase of the Greyhound Case and this case? 

• Mr. Broun: I am not proposing, Mr. Examiner, to argue 
the Greyhound Case here, it doesn’t seem to me it is the 
time for argument. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you brought the matter 
up, Mr. Broun, I didn’t bring it up, you are bringing up the 
Greyhound Case. 

Mr. Broun: I merely brought up the point, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, to argue the question of the materiality and perti¬ 
nency of evidence of the type which Mr. Williams has been 
giving and which, as I understand, the Labor Board coun¬ 
sel is now objecting to and you asked me a question which 
you evidently wanted to hear about and make your 

14259 ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I do want to hear 

about it. 

Mr. Broun: All I said was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you intend to put in a great 
deal of testimony here on this matter, I would like to in¬ 
quire as to the pertinency of it and since you bring up the 
Greyhound Case, I would like to ask you certain questions 
about the Greyhound Case. 

Mr. Broun: I say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand it, in the Grey¬ 
hound Case, the Supreme Court stressed among other 
things the fact that there were no meetings provided for 
whereby, under the Plan, employees could meet with their 
representatives. The Supreme Court further stressed the 
fact that only employees could be representatives— 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me those ques¬ 
tions are entirely beside the point on the question which 
we are talking about now. I said that the important ques¬ 
tion was the effectiveness— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the Supreme Court took 
a very definite view of those matters and that is why since 
you have brought up the Greyhound Case— 

Mr. Broun: Yes, but that, I say, has got nothing at ail 
to do with the admissibility of the testimony and the 

14260 type of testimony that we are considering. What I 
said was that an important question was whether or 

not the Plan accomplished anything, acted effectively, be¬ 
cause there are other important questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the Supreme Court said 
that the respondent in that case, by means of certain un¬ 
fair labor practices, had put into existence—this is not 
the exact language, because I don’t have the Opinion before 
me—had brought into existence and had kept a union, a 
company union, which was ineffective as a means of col¬ 
lective bargaining, which is the point you previously made 
as the basis for adducing this testimony. 

Mr. Broun: No, I think you misunderstood me, Mr. 
Examiner, what I said was that an extremely important 
question, it seems to me, in proving that the Plan was not 
dominated, interfered with and so on by the company, is to 
show what has been accomplished under the Plan, to show 
that the Plan has operated effectively as a means of col¬ 
lective bargaining. If the Plan did operate effectively and 
has operated effectively as a means of collective bargain¬ 
ing, it couldn’t have been dominated and interfered with. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That, of course— 

Mr. Broun: That is also direct rebuttal to testimony 
put in by the Board. 

14261 Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, the fact that you 
mentioned the Greyhound Case, and the fact that this 

is an effective means of collective bargaining, I understood 
you to mean by that, that this testimony would come within 
the purview of the Supreme Court decision in the Grey¬ 
hound Case, and if that is what you meant, then I think the 
decision of the Supreme Court might well be discussed 
here. What did the Supreme Court mean and what factors 
did it consider in arriving at that conclusion? 
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Mr. Broun; I can’t agree with you, Mr. Examiner, that 
the discussion of the whole meaning of the Supreme Court 
decision in the Greyhound Case is a proper subject here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, pardon me— 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t mean to imply that, nor did I mean 
to imply that even any substantial part of the decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Greyhound Case—my point is 
that this testimony is competent and material because it 
goes to show what was accomplished under the Plan and 
therefore goes to rebut and prove untrue the charge of 
domination and interference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think you are entitled 
to show a certain amount of that testimony. There is, how¬ 
ever, of necessity, a limit on it. I don’t think it is 

14262 necessary to show every single act done by every 
representative. Testimony of that kind is purely 

cumulative, in my opinion. It is important, I grant you, 
to show how the Plan operates. In fact, sometime ago 
when I asked questions about that I think at that time you 
were of a different opinion that the Plan—^you stated that 
the Plan spoke for itself. I was at that time of the opin¬ 
ion that it is important to find out how the Plan operates. I 
am still of that opinion. I am glad to see that you, pres¬ 
ently, agree with me. 

Mr. Broun: I am not just sure what past incident you 
are referring to, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I could show you a number of 
them. 

Mr. Broun: I do recall something about my being asked 
to state whether the Plan operated one way or another and 
I said I didn’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I can show you instances 
where both you and Mr. Ford and, I think, Mr. Moore ob¬ 
jected to certain questions which were asked of various wit¬ 
nesses having to do with the operation of the Plan on the 
stated ground that the Plan was in evidence and spoke for 
itself. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr, Examiner, I recall questions di¬ 
rected to adducing testimony as to what the Plan 

14263 provided for and objections based on that groxmd, 
but I also recall that I was asked specifically as to 

whether the Plan operated as provided, and I said I didn’t 
know, I wasn’t sufficiently familiar. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, at any rate, we are all of 
the same mind now, that it is relevant to show now how the 
Plan does operate, we are agreed on that. 

Mr. Broun: Of course, Mr. Examiner, we don’t intend 
to go on to any absurd lengths. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is what I wanted to 
find out, if you did intend going on. 

Mr. Broun: —with testimony of this sort, but we have 
on the stand now the chairman of the Plan and a man who 
has been employees’ representative since 1928, I believe 
the testimony is. It seems to me that he should certainly 
be permitted to give testimony as to what he has done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But whether the history of this 
man’s life as a representative is material—think it is ma¬ 
terial to show how grievances were handled by this man 
and by other representatives, I see no particular value, 
however, in piling up purely a great number, many in¬ 
stances, of individual grievances. I think it can be well 
assumed that matters have been adjusted similar to the 
type that Mr. Williams has told us about. 

14264 Mr. Broun: I can’t see, Mr. Examiner, how we, 
as counsel for the respondents, can assume at any 
particular point that we have established our point, no 
domination, by this testimony and, therefore, stop eliciting 
it when there is more to be elicited, and certainly I can 
assume, that that point has not been reached and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, of course, there is the 
negative and the affirmative side. On the negative side 
testimony was adduced by the Board which is assumed to 
have established a prima facie case. I say “assumed” 
because respondents’ counsel at the close of the Board’s 
case, or at the opening of the respondents’ case, did not 
see fit to make a motion to dismiss the complaint as to the 
allegations of the 8(2). I, thereupon, assumed that the 
respondents conceded at that point that a prima facie case 
had been established. 

Mr. Broun: Well, sir, I deny the validity of any such 
assumption, because we certainly have not conceded that 
was the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it seems to me that if you 
did not concede it, I assume that you would have made a 
motion to dismiss the complaint at that point and in the 
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absence of such a motion I took it for granted, I say I as¬ 
sumed, that counsel for the respondents were of the 

14265 opinion then that a prima facie ease had been estab¬ 
lished and that you were relying upon evidence to 

rebut that presumption, to rebut that prima facie case. 

]Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, as I see this line of testi¬ 
mony, this is as important to the Plan as any other testi¬ 
mony, for the reason that a cease and desist order was 
made in that Greyhound case upon the grounds that the 
Plan in that case was not an eifective means of collective 
bargaining. 

Novr this is our collective bargaining, taking up griev¬ 
ances, is it not? And certainly— 

Mr, Rose: Well, that of course is one of the issues to be 
drawn. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I say, Mr. Jones, if you are 
adducing—when I say “you” I am referring to— 

Mr. Jones: The respondents? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —respondents and intervener, 
collectively—if you are introducing this testimony to show 
that under the theory of the Greyliound case this Plan is 
an effective means of collective bargaining, it would seem 
to me, that you might consider the elements that the Su¬ 
preme Court considered in arriving at its conclusion that 
the Plan was not an effective means of collective bargain¬ 
ing. 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Examiner, this question which we 

14266 are talking about now is the admissibility of a cer¬ 
tain type of evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's right. 

Mr. Broun: That doesn't mean that we are not going to 
consider other points. Of course there are other points 
that must be considered and will be considered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think you should get it 
clear in your own mind, are you putting in this evidence on 
the theory of the Greyhound case, or are you putting it in 
on the theory you are rebutting certain specific evidence of 
the Board? 

jMr. Broun: I am putting this evidence in, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, on the theory that it is rebuttal of certain specific 
evidence in the case, and that it is evidence which is mate¬ 
rial and competent and relevant, properly admissible in 
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this case, going to show that there wasn't any domination 
by showing what the Plan accomplished and what its effec¬ 
tiveness is. 

Now I didn't mention the Greyhound case from the point 
of view of classifying or stratifying evidence under one 
particular case, or point, or another, I say that the evidence 
is proper and material in this case and should be admitted 
and that we should continue to take it. 

Mr. Rose: Well, my point was, Mr. Examiner, 

14267 that the evidence is immaterial and irrelevant. It 
doesn't matter how many grievances were taken up, 

if there were any, I don’t think that bears on the issues at 
all. There still could be, and I think we have shown that 
tliere was, domination. 

There may have been different methods of domination 
and interference. There may have been different methods 
of domination and intereference with the formation and ad¬ 
ministration, different methods of contribution of financial 
and other support. 

Mr. Broim: Mr. Examiner, I am astounded—I beg your 
pardon. 

Mr. Rose: And within the Greyhound decision—I am 
sorry if counsel is astounded, but that is our position— 

Mr. Broun: Then apparently the position has changed 
entirely, because the Board itself adduced testimony in this 
case to the effect that the Plan didn't accomplish anything 
except fixing up a board or a window and here they turn 
around and say it makes no difference whether it accom¬ 
plished anything or not. 

Mr. Rose: I simply say it doesn’t bear on domination or 
interference or violation of 8 (2). We haven’t changed our 
position at all. 

^Ir. Broun: If the testimony that the Board put in was 
not material and had nothing to do with the case 

14268 why did they put it in? 

Mr. Rose; We didn’t say it wasn’t material. 

Mr, Broun: You just said it wasn’t material. 

Mr. Rose: I said your testimony was not material, the 
number of grievances. We offered— 

i[r. Broun; It is material on the Board’s side and im¬ 
material when it comes to the respondents' side? That is 
the most remarkable position I have ever heard of. 
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Mr. Rose: I can’t help it if counsel just refuses to un¬ 
derstand. 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, certainly if the Plan can be 
the subject of a cease and desist order, as in the Greyhound 
case— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Plan was not the subject 
of a cease and desist order, Mr. Jones. 

Mr. Jones: Well, the company was and the Plan— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you will read the Greyhound 
case you will see that the Supreme Court not only said that 
the Plan was not the subject of the order but that it was 
not even necessary to have given notice to the Plan. That 
was one of the issues in the case, notice was not given to 
the Plan. Contention was made that that was error and 
the Supreme Court specifically stated, in its opinion, that 
it was not error not to have given the Plan notice 

14269 because no order was directed against the Plan. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, in the Greyhound 
case, as you of course know, the order was for the dises¬ 
tablishment of the Plan, and the Plan in the Cambria Plant 
is an intervener in this case and was by the Board given 
notice, as I understand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, but the order in 
the Greyhound case was directed against the respondent j 
and directed the respondent— 

Mr. Broun: To disestablish the Plan. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —to disestablish the Plan as 
a bargaining agent, not disestablish the Plan, physically, 
merely to disestablish it as such bargaining agent. 

The order is two-fold, one to withdraw recognition from 
and to disestablish it as such bargaining agent, not to dis- I 
establish it, Mr. Broun. ! 

Mr. Broun: An order to cut the dog’s tail off behind 
his ears, as I have heard it said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know how they say it 
in Virginia, but the Labor Board in its decision said to dis¬ 
establish it as such representative— 

Mr. Broun: That’s right, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And the Supreme Court j 

14270 approved that order of the Board in reversing the i 
Third Circuit Court of Appeals, because the Third 

Circuit Court of Appeals thought that the Board did not 
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have the power to enter an affirmative order. The Court, 
as you know, thought that all the Board could do was to 
stop where it entered the cease and desist oi*der but couldn’t 
give an affirnialive relief, couldn't give affirmative relief, 
and the Supreme Court reversed the Third Circuit on that 
ground. 

Mr. Broun: That is right, that is true. 

Trial E.xamiuer Bloom: And held that the order dises¬ 
tablishing as a re])resentative was a proper exercise of 
}jower by the Board. 

.Mr. Broun: And the Board, as 1 understand it, found 
in the (TreyliouiKl case that the Plan in that case was not 
an effeciive means of collective bargaining. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: That is correct. 

Mr. Broun: And the Supreme CouiT—that may not 
have been the language, but that is as 1 understand it. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Well, that is the substance. 

Mr. Broun: The Supreme Court sustained tiie Board, 
found that the Boai‘d, in effect, was dealing with a Plan or 
an association, or organization of (‘inplovees which wasn't 
an etTective means of collective bargaining and could 


14«7I ordei* its disestablishment— 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Xo, I think— 

Mr. i^ronn: —as the eoilecli^•e bargaining agent. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: That's right, you have to pul 
that in, because the word merely ‘‘disestablish'’ connotes, 
if you want to usi* tliat worth that lln- Board orders the or¬ 
ganization dismantled— 

Mr. Bi’diin; All right, now— 

Trial Kxamimn* Bloom; It dise>tablisiies it. 

.Mr. Broun: As a collective bai'gaining agmit. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: As a bargaining agent, and 
that is all. 

14:^72 -Mr. I>roi:n: Xow, that was ineffective as that. 
Trial Ivxaminer Bloojn: That's correct. 

Mr. Broun: .\nd the Board liaving found that on tin* 
facts in that case, that it c'ould make* such an order, it was 
i:|*h<dd l)y the Snprcn.i.* (’oni*t in tlia.t. Xow, I say that it 
is very material, vital, to show that tin* Plan here did an{l 
lias acte<l as an elfectivc c(*Ui‘ctiVe ba*‘gaining ag<*ncy aiid 
lias acconipiislied things, so as to show tliat it was not 
doihinatcil and interf<-rc<l with and, as I understand, Mr. 
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Jones has raised the question of the cease and desist order 
having been to disestablish the Plan as a collective bargain¬ 
ing agency, that the Plant is entitled and wants this evi¬ 
dence to show that it has acted etTectivelv as a collective 
Itargaining agency and, therefore, cannot be tliscslablished 
as a collective bargaining agency. 

Mr. Rose: Weil, 1 inighl i)oint out that the decision of 
the Supreme Court, the basis, as I see it, on which they 
found it wasn't an effective bargaining agency were the 
provisions of the Plan which are very similar to lliose in 
the Plan in this case. 

Mr. Broun: Xow, Mi*. Examiner,— 

Mr. Rose: It wasn’t based on the number of grievances 
that were taken up. 

Mr. Broun: This isn’t the time to argue the 
1427M points in the Plan, tiiat is not a matter f<u* argu¬ 
ment on this <iuestion here and 1 don't think it slionld 
be gone into. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as 1 say, tliere is still 
this uncertainty cans(*d botli by your remarks and Mr. 
Jones' remarks on what theory yon are adducing tliis \v>- 
tmiony, whether or not yon ar(“ adducing it to mc'ct to some 
extent tlie suggestion o)‘ tin* Supr('me Court in tlie (Irey- 
honnd (’ase— 

Mr. Broun: I am not meeting any suggestion of the Su- 
]n*eme Court, .Mr. Examiner, I am meeting tin- charg(‘s in 
liiis ease and the testimony which has l)ceii put in liy tlie 
Board, apparently for the avowt'd purpose of pi’oviiig thos(; 
charg(‘s. 

Mr. .lones: Tiic Idaii simply wishes to siuiw that tlu'V 
arc an effective means of collective bargejidng and ]ia\'e 
conducted collective bargaining with the com])any and done 
it successfully and obtained for tin* m<*n tlie tilings that the 
men eonld gel through colleelive bargaining with any other 
agency. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry, may I have Mr. .ione^' state¬ 
ment read back because I didn't iiear all of it * 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, wc will take a brief 
recess, read that back, please. 

(The reporter re])ealcd the last statement of Air. 
14274 Jones as al)ove set forll;.) 
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Trial Hxaiuiiier Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, al'ter which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: With reference to the matter 
that we were discussing just prior to the recess, 1 think 
this is the procedure we are going to follow: 

1 think, Mr. Broun, you have had enougii evidence in 
concerning specific grievances. 

Xow, as 1 understand your position and the position ot* 
counsel for the intervener, it is to show that the Plan is an 
effective means of collective bargaining by the testimony 
which you have given and which you intend to give show¬ 
ing a groat many grievances that have been settled by 
means of the Plan, or adjusted by means of the Plan, with 
respect to other matters that you wish to show, and if I am 
not much mistaken some of the exhibits in evidence already 
refer to the number of grievances handled over a certain 
period of time. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I finish, please ? 

Mr. Brown: Excuse me, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I am not sure whether or not 
those exhibits refer to grievances handled throughout all 
the Plants, but if you care to, you may prepare 
14275 a list for as many years as you want, in fact, show¬ 
ing the numbers of grievances handled, the types of 
grievances handled, employees involved and similar data. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I again say that not only 
did the number of grievances handled, but how they were 
handled, what was done, and how large the groups were— 
my understanding is that in a period of not much over a 
year, if a year, there have been more than three thousand 
matters settled that have to do with individual employees 
affected by adjustments in this plant alone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, write it up and put it in 
evidence. 

Mr. Broun: I say that the testimony showing how that 
sort of a thing was done as well as the accomplished fact 
that it was done is vital. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is the ruling. 
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Mr. Jones: It is certainly iinportanl to llie Plan here to 

show that thev wereiri dominated in aiiv wav at all in this 

* » 

collective bargaining, to show its elTectivcness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ail right, tiiere is the ruling, 
gentlemen. Proceed. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, let me say one further thing, 
if j’ou will, please, sir. 

14276 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Broun: It certainly seems to me that if that 
is the ruling that you are going to enforce, in other words, 
if you are going to preclude further oral testimony by wit¬ 
nesses with respect to this matter, that tlien it should be 
stipulated of record by the Board that the Plan is, and has 
been, a fully elfective means of collective l)argaining. 

Mr. Hose; Of course, we won't stipulate any such thing, 
because we know it hasn’t been. 

Mr. Broun: Now, there is a clear-cut issue, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, and if the testimony is not permitted— 

Mr. Rose: It all depends on the testimony of collective 
bargaining— 

.Mr. Broun: Let me finish, Mr. Rose. It seems to me, 
.Mr. Examiner, on that clear-cut issue, that the Board is 
under an absolute duty to permit testimony to be adduced 
and can’t possibly base any finding on the statements made 
by counsel and preclude further oral testimony on the sub¬ 
ject. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have permitted oral testi¬ 
mony on it, there is a limit of the amount of testimony I 
am going to permit on this phase of the case, and I have in¬ 
dicated to you how you may, if you care to, show the num¬ 
bers of grievances, the numbers of employees in- 

14277 involved and similar data. 

Mr. Broun: But we, as counsel for the com])any, 
cannot show what the individual rei^resentatives did be¬ 
cause we haven’t detailed knowledge of that, the repre¬ 
sentatives are the ones that have that, and now it seems 
to me if you are going to bar further testimony that the 
points should be admitted, as I have said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How can you say that, Mr, 
Broun? These matters were all taken up with the com¬ 
pany, as I understand it. 

Mr. Broun: What was done— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All adjusted with various of- 
licials of the company in some form or other, as the testi¬ 
mony of Mr. "Williams up to this point indicates. Every 
matter that came up, under the Elan, it would have to be 
taken uj) with some ollicial of the company— 

.Mr. Broun: Mr. Broun; Ves, sir, but it is perfectly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So when you say the company 
has no knowledi^e of these thiny:s— 

Mr. Broun : 1 didn't say, sir, the company had no knowl¬ 
edge of those things, 1 said the company didn't have de¬ 
tailed knowledge of what took place in the absence of rep- 
i*esentatives of the company and tlie very testimony of Mr. 
Williams shows that a good deal went on that the repre¬ 
sentatives of the company bad no direct knowledge 
14278 of, except as stated by the representatives. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, on this ques¬ 
tion, your position on behalf of the respondents and Mr. 
.Jones* position on behalf of the I^lan is identical, isn’t that 
correct '! 

Mr. .Tones; Xo. 

Trial Examinei* Bloom: 1 mean, both of you want to 
show the same testimony.' 

Mr. .Jones: Tliat is cori-ect, l)ut for differe)it purposes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If tliat is correct, I see no rea¬ 
son why you can't collaborate in ju'eiiaring the data. I 
m(*an it is the same way that ajipeals in various reviewing 
courts, the courts compel parties who take the same posi¬ 
tion with respect to any issue to file joint briefs, won't con¬ 
sider duplicate briefs of various types, and it is the same 
matter here, you have a matter which you both are agreed 
on. 1 tliink you coulil collaborate on that, Init tliat is uj) to 
you. 

Mr. .JoiH's: Will the Examiner pm*mi1 the stipulation to 
show that tlu*re is any absence of domination.' 

Trial Exmainer Blo(un: It isn't a (piestion of stipula¬ 
tion, lliis isn't a stipulation. 1 have suggesteil that you 
might i>i'epare a table showing tiu' number of gi’ievances 
handh'd, this isn't going to be a brief, it is going to 
1427!) be a i>iece of statistical compilation, if you want to 
call it that, a document showing the numbei* of griev¬ 
ances liandled that is the numlx'r that the employees' rep¬ 
resentatives liandled, and if you want to show the number 
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of hours taken by the employees, meetings they have held, 
I think that is perfectly proper, but I am not going to have 
any more testimony on the individual grievances that were 
taken up under the Flan. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I am so surprised and taken 
aback by your ruling that I am not prepared to state at 
the moment just what I think my course of action sliould 
1 ) 0 , but 1 understand that your ruling is that 1 am precluded 
from asking Mr. Williams further (piestions to elicit what 
was done by him and what particular grievances having to 
do with individual emi^loyees oi‘ groups of employees were 
handled bv him ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, substantially. 

.Mr. Broun: Am I precluded from calling other wit¬ 
nesses as to that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: I merely ask to get your ruling, .Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examinei' Bloom; That's correct, .Mr. Bi‘oun. In 
other words, you have shown through Mr. Williams 
14280 some half-dozen more or less, 1 don't know liie exact 
number, of individual grievances and the way in 
wiiicli they were taken up. 

.Ml*. Williams has also told us generally how the Flan 
takes up grievances, and further testimony along that line 
would, in my o 2 )inion, be needlessly cumulative. l)ii I n ake 
mvself clear? 

Mr. Broun: I understand the automatic exce]ttion rule, 
and 1 just wanted to make clear that that is an adverse 
ruling? 

142S1 Trial Examiner Bloom: M'hat do you think? 

Mr. Broun: I certainlv think so. 

Ti'ial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, the rule tliat we 
liave followed whei*e a party to the proceeding who is not 
tjuestioning a witness desires an e.\cei)tion to a ruling on 
the theory that it may be adverse to him, or in your case 
to your client, as well as to the i>arty who is seeking to 
(‘licit the testimony, the automatic exception rule would 
not api)ly, so if you care to have an e.xce|)tIon at tliis ])oint 
will vou please so state? 

Mr. d ones: It is my understanding that an automatic 
exception went to every ruling. 
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Trial iilxaniiner Bloom: It is only an automatic excep¬ 
tion to the party eliciting- the evidence, but in this case if 
you care to have an exception will you please so state ? 

Mr. Jones: I would like to place an exception to this, 
and in the future could the record'show that anything that 
Is objected to I also wish to take an exception to ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, where you make a spe¬ 
cific exception it is understood that an overruling of the 
objection would carry with it an automatic exception, 

Mr. Broun: That is what mixes me up, Mr. Examiner, 
I understood that was the rule, and I understood 

14282 Mr. Jones has joined in these objections. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he had to some ex¬ 
tent. 

Mr. Broun; Or rather had opi^osed the objections of the 
Board. 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: I am not sure if he formally 
put in an objection. 

Mr. Broun: Then you are not changing the rule at this 
time that you had before? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not at all, 1 just want to make 
sure that Mr. Jones understands what he would have to do 
in order to protect his record, so he can if he cares to note 
an exception to the ruling, you see, you would have an au¬ 
tomatic exception. 

Mr. Broun: That is right. 

Mr. Jones: If you want a formal objection I will place 
one in the record at this time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Broun: Just a second, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

14283 Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please 
come to order. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I do not want to fly in the 
face of your ruling. My understanding is, this is now 
barred by your ruling? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I assume so. You understand 
the ruling. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. 'VVilliauis, can you tell us the 
general kinds of matters you have taken up under the Plan 
for the men? I do not want to know specific things, but 
just the types of matters you discussed. A. Wage com¬ 
plaints. When I say complaints, as 1 was speaking 
142S4 here. 

Q, Adjustments? A. That is it—wage adjust¬ 
ments. 

Q. I am referring, of course, to things you took up for in¬ 
dividual employees and groups of employees. A. Yes. 
The reinstating of employees who have been discharged 
for stealing, and drinking in the plant. 

Q. And other reasons too, or not? A. Other reasons, 
yes. Working conditions. By working conditions I mean 
a complaint—making the conditions surrounding the men 
—the place he works a better place to work in; safety mat¬ 
ters, complaints of safety; relief complaints; pension 
complaints; assisting an employee to acquire a home, that 
is, the rental of a home which may be owned by the com¬ 
pany. 

Q. Do you ever do that where it is not owned by the com¬ 
pany? A. Yes. Yes, I did. I think that generally— 

Q. Any things that relate to time or hours? A. Oh, dis¬ 
tribution of work and distribution of time, yes. An awful 
lot of that, and I don’t know how I would class this. 
Maybe it would go into distribution of work, getting work 
into the shop. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just express it in your own 
way, Mr. Williams. 

The Witness: Such as building a job in the car 
14285 shop that is too big for the lower shop, and try to 
get things done when it is slack. 

Q. Instead of having it all in one part of the plant, you 
tried to arrange to get things in your part of the plant? 
A. That is it. 

Q. Those are the main things you remember at the pres¬ 
ent time; is that right? A. That is right. 

Q. Well, could you make any estimate of the number of 
complaints? We are not talking of the number of men in¬ 
volved, but the number of complaints or grievances or mat¬ 
ters—whatever you want to call them—whether they in¬ 
volved one man or a group of men, that you have handled ? 
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Did you take up many or a few, or what" A. If I wanted 
to keep a record of them, 1 would hav'e to hire a stenogra¬ 
pher. 

Q. Would you have to hire the stenographer because it 
had been a great number;' A. Yes, that is what 1 mean. If 
1 wanted to keep a record of everything I handled, 1 would 
have to have a stenographer. 

Q. You have spoken of having handled a number of mat¬ 
ters with Alex Amann. That is his name? A. Yes. 
142S6 Q. Have you any idea of how many cases you han¬ 
dled with Mr. Amann, or how many men had been 
involved in the cases you handled with him? A. Tliat is, 
since I have been a representative? 

Q. Well, 1 don’t know. Have you been working with Mr. 
Amann ever since you have been a representative? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. If you do not have a reasonably good idea as to the 
whole period, take the time you have been chairman of the 
General Body or any period you feel you could give an es¬ 
timate as to? A. It was in wage complaints in 1936 and 
1937 that Mr. Amann and I talked about, not more than a 
iiionth ago. We had iigured 140 men at that time. I do not 
mean 140 cases. I mean 140 men had received increases. 
That is, in personal rate. 

Q. Yes? A. And in adjustments of contract price, and 
such as that car shop and wire mill affair. We had about 
279, but it could have been more. That is just what we 
compiled among ourselves— 

Mr. Broun: Did the reporter hear the last part of it? 
My hearing was obliterated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That seems to make it unani¬ 
mous. 

14287 The Witness: That we do not keep any definite 
record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do I understand that you mean 
there were at least that many, but you do not know if that 
was all ? A, That is right. 

Q. You a])parontly make a distinction between the 140 
and the 279. The 140, as I understand you to say, were in¬ 
dividual rate changes. Is that what I understand you to 
say? A. That is right. 
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Q. 279 were matters like adjustments between a contract 
and a piece rate ? A. That is right. 

Q. Well, Mr. Williams, perhaps I have mixed the thing 
up a little bit in saying 140 individual rate changes. I be¬ 
lieve you said 140 men were involved in rate changes, and 
that there were not 140 cases. Is that it? A. That is right. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you make any estimate, 
1428S Mr. Williams, of the percentage of the cases or mat¬ 
ters handled by you that you have secured a recom¬ 
mendation or settlement to the employees involved in 
them? A. I would say 95 per cent, of what I personally 
handled. 

Q. Of all the cases you have handled? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Williams, was any statement ever made at any 
meeting of the General Body at which you were present 
by Mr. John Zeman as to what things had been accom¬ 
plished or haven’t been accomplished under the Plan? A. 
Statement—vrhat do you mean ? 

Q. Well, did he ever say anything about what anyone had 
accomplished or had not accomplished under the Plan, or 
what matters had been taken up? A. Yes. Yes, I believe 
I recall—I recall at the meeting of Mr. Zeman, reading 
fi’om a book his accomplishments. 

14289 Q. Whose accomplishments? A. Mr. Zeman 
speaking of his own personal accomplishments. 

Q. Yes. A. But I do not recall what they w'ere. 

Q. Do you remember when that was? A. That was some 
time in—it was either in 1934,1 believe, or 1935. 

Q. Do you know what part of the year it was in? A. Yes, 
I believe it was in 1934 or around the months of April or 
May—in that part of the year. 

Q. You are not sure of the date, though? A. No, I am 
not, for Heaven’s sake. 

Q. Could it have been in October, 1935? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. The witness 
has testified— 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness testified he does 
not remember exactly what the date was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, it could have been. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bi'oun, pardon me just a 
moment. May I point out, with reference to the type of 
statement that I suggested might be prepared, if counsel 
for the respondents and counsel for the intervener care to 
prepare one, may I refer you to Board’s Exhibit No. 24 
which is more or less similar. That is, generally, 

14290 what I had in mind. If you care to do that, you may. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You do remember, as I un¬ 
derstand it, that Mr. Zeman made a statement of his accom¬ 
plishments? A. I do recall him reading from a book at 
some time, yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you happen to have the min¬ 
utes of the General Body meeting in October, 1935, and if 
so, I would like to read it—the regular meeting. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was pro¬ 
duced by Mr. Jones.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Reporter, will you mark these 
four pages for identification? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. ISl-A for Identification, 
ISl-B for Identification, 181-C for Identification, and 181-D 
for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you four 
pages marked Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A, 181-B, 181-C 
and 181-D respectively, for identification, which comprise 
a single document, and ask you to tell me if you know 
what it is. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A to 181-D for Identifica¬ 
tion was passed to the witness.) 

14291 A. That is the minutes of the General Body meet¬ 
ing held October 24, 1935. 

Q. Is the book in which those minutes are contained the 
original minute book of the General Body? A. Yes, sir, 
it is. 
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Q. Who was the secretary of the General Body at that 
time? A. John Dudash. 

Q. Do you know his signature? A. Yes. 

Q- Will you look at the last page and tell me whether or 
not the minutes are signed bv John Dudash? A. Yes, they 
are. 

Q. That is his manual signature, is it? A. Yes, it is. 

Q. Did you ever receive a copy of these minutes in the 
regular course, as you described before, at that meeting? 
A. I received three copies of them. 

Q. Did you read one of the copies? A. I did. I cer¬ 
tainly did. 

Q. Was it the regular course of business of the General 
Body at that time that minutes of General Body meetings 
were prepared and distributed to each representative as 
you received those minutes? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

14292 Mr. Broun: !Mr. Examiner, the man is an em¬ 
ployees' representative. He testified in detail— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Read the question. 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last question as 
above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You man answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, it was. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were these minutes prepared and 
received by you in the regular course of the business of the 
General Body? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he may know whether they 
were received. He may not know whether they were pre¬ 
pared, as I understand it, this ^\dtness had no part in the 
preparation of these particular minutes. 

Mr. Broun: Also, I -will ask this first. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was a copy of these minutes re¬ 
ceived by you, Mr. Williams, in the regular course of the 
business of the General Body? A. Yes, a copy of the min¬ 
utes were received. 1 said, three of them. 

Q. Was it a part of your duty as a representative to re¬ 
ceive minutes and read them and post them? A. Yes. 

14293 Q. And did you receive a copy of these minutes 
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and read them and post them in the regular course 
of the business as employees’ representative? A. We re¬ 
ceived three copies of those minutes. I read a copy, kept 
it on my file down there, and posted the other two. 

Q. Were the minutes of this meeting approved at a sub¬ 
sequent General Body meeting? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Were the minutes of this meeting of October 24,1935, 
approved at a subsequent General Body meeting—a later 
General Body meeting? A. I would say they were; yes. 

Q. Was it the regular course of the business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body to do that at that time? A. As I said yesterday, 
that we had from time to time— 

Q. That is, about reading them. I am just asking whether 
they were approved. A. Yes. 

Q. They were approved? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Would you read my last question before this 
one, please, Mr. Reporter? 

14294 (The reporter repeated the next preceding ques¬ 
tion as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When they were approved, were 
they approved in the regular course of the business of the 
General Body? A. Yes. 

Q. Were you present at the meeting on October 24,1935? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Throughout the meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were the minutes of the meeting as you read them an 
accurate statement of what took place at the meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as calling 
for a conclusion. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is a question which has 
been permitted before. The man was an employees’ rep¬ 
resentative at the meeting. He said he read them as he 
got them and it was his regular course of duty to do so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I believe they were. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you again Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit No. 181-A, 181-B, 181-C, and 181-D for Identification, 
Mr. Williams. Have you examined them thoroughly 

14295 this morning? A. Not thoroughly, no. 

Q. Well, will you please do so, Mr. Williams? 
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(Thereupon, the witness examined the documents re¬ 
ferred to.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, with your permission I would 
like, before the witness has done so, to ask a question I 
intend to examine on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The reason I ask you to examine 
them is because I want you to tell me whether the minutes 
marked Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A, B, C and D, respec¬ 
tively, for Identification are an identical copy of the min¬ 
utes that you read and received? 

The Witness: Shall I answer that now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: After you read it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you answer it now? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want that question an¬ 
swered now? 

Mr. Broun: No, unless the witness has satisfied himself 
by some examination that he has made. He may have al¬ 
ready examined them sufficiently to know that that is the 
case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think in fairness to the wit¬ 
ness we ought to let him read them. It was several 
14296 years ago. Memory sometimes plays curious tricks 
on people. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, perhaps I have asked the wit¬ 
ness an unfair question in view of the fact that he did not 
have anything to do with the preparation of the minutes, 
and it was about three years ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. That was my point ex¬ 
actly. 

Mr. Broun: I would like to withdraw the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You do know, Mr. Williams, that 
you read a mimeographed copy of the minutes of the meet¬ 
ing when you received it by inter-plant delivery service, 
do you? A. Inter-plant mail; yes, sir, I did. 

Q. You do know that the original minute book, and the 
exhibit marked 181-A, 181-B, 181-C and 181-D for Identi¬ 
fication was signed by the then secretary? A, That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, is signed by the sec¬ 
retary. You do not mean all four pages? 
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The ‘Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: I mean by my question that the document 
was signed at the end. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you understand that, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams? A. That is what I meant, yes. 

14297 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit ISl-A through D, inclusive, for 

identification, respectively, comprising a single document 
as Respondents’ Exhibit ISl-A through D, inclusive, re¬ 
spectively. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was in¬ 
spected by Mr. Rose and Mr. Shawe.) 

Voir Dire Examinaiion on Res;pondents^ Exhibit 181 -A 
Through /), Inclusive, for Identification 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who took the minutes of the meeting 
of the General Body on October 24, 1935? 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, in view of the previous testi¬ 
mony, I do not believe Mr. Rose intends his question just 
as he phrased it—took the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he means that. 

Mr. Rose: I certainly do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the ques¬ 
tion? 

The Witness: You mean, who was the clerk? 

Q. (By ^Ir. Rose) Who took the minutes at the meeting 
of the General Body held October 24, 1935? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question as 
assuming a state of facts not in evidence, because 

14298 there is no evidence that anybody took the minutes 
which have been testified to be the minutes set forth 

in Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A to D, respectively, for Iden¬ 
tification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The minutes did not fall like 
manna from Heaven. 

^Ir. Broun: Xo, sir, but there has been testimony in this 
case as to the procedure for taking the minutes. The clerk 
took notes and some further steps were gone through, and 
at the time mimeographed sheets were prepared. This 
question by counsel for the Board telescopes it into one 
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question and indicates that a single person took minutes. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I see the point. Break it up. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did the clerk take notes of the meet¬ 
ing of the General Body of October 24, 1935? A. Yes. 

Q. Who was the clerk? A. Robert Fisher. 

Q. What was he at that time? A. A clerk in the Relief 
Department. 

Q. Was he furnished by the management? A. Upon re¬ 
quest of the General Body, yes. By request of the General 
Body, yes. 

Q, He was— 

14299 Mr. Broun: Might I ask counsel for the Board to 
clear up the form of one of the questions a little way 

back. You said notes of the meeting. I assume you mean 
notes of what went on at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that will be understood. 
Q. (By Mr. Rose) Yes. You so understood me, didn’t 
you, Mr. Williams? 

(No answer) 

Q. The Bethlehem Steel Company mimeographed these 
minutes, didn’t they. Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A, B, C and 
D for Identification? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know what kind of notes Mr. Fisher took? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that ques¬ 
tion is objectionable. What does “what kind of notes” 
mean? It might refer to physical form; it might refer to 
substance; it might refer to almost anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness can answer 
it. Go ahead, Mr. Williams. 

The Witness: Do I know what kind of notes ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did he take every word that was 

14300 said at the meeting? A. No. 

Q. What did he take ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: I do not know how to answer that, Mr. 
Rose. I do not understand the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You don’t know? A. I did not say 
I don’t toow, I say I do not understand the question. 
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Q. Do you know what his notes were, what he wrote down 
in his notebook? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean? 

Mr. Broun: These things are blind— 

Mr. Kose: What things he wrote down. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know what things he 
wrote in his notes; what language? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me if that is 
going to be gone into, it should be shown that Mr. Williams 
saw Mr. Fisher’s notes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand it, Mr. Broun, 
you are offering these minutes to show what went on at a 
particular meeting, and statements attributed to Mr. 
Zeman? 

Mr. Broun: And that he read the minutes, and that they 
were an accurate statement of what went on at the meet¬ 
ing, and that they are an accurate copy, signed by 

14301 the secretary, and adopted and placed in the minute 
book. 

14302 Trial Examiner Bloom: But if the minutes show 
whether or not a man made a certain statement or 

did not make a certain statement, I think it is important 
to show specifically as to what went on at the meeting. 

Mr. Broun: I am offering these minutes as the minutes 
of the meeting of the General Body, of October 24th, 1935— 
is that the date? 

Mr. Rose: That is the date. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Williams already testified that a state¬ 
ment was made by Mr. Zeman, He was not positive of 
the date, but he said it could have been an October meet¬ 
ing in 1935. The minutes, or documents—Respondents ’ Ex¬ 
hibit 181-A to D, respectively, for identification, I offered 
as the minutes of that meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will make the same remark as 
I made the other day when similar offers were made. Let 
us have the men who took the minutes and took the notes. 
Afr. Williams did not assist in the taking of the notes, the 
preparation of the minutes or the keeping of the minute 
book at that time. 

Mr. Broun: But it is to be presumed that a secretary 
signs the minutes. He adopts them as his language— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may adopt them as his lan¬ 
guage, but from the testimony of the witness Homing, it 
is quite apparent that the secretary who signed the 

14303 minutes had very little to do with the preparation or 
the keeping of them. 

Mr. Broun: But still, Mr. Examiner, they are the min¬ 
utes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If they are offered to show what 
went on, I think you should introduce it by way of more 
substantial testimony. Mr. Williams testified as to what 
went on at certain meetings—in certain minutes taken in 
1937, and I think his testimony as to those minutes, where 
he had actual knowledge as to the taking of the minutes and 
preparation of them is quite competent, and tends to prove 
a definite fact one way or the other; but I do not think his 
testimony on this, from the very nature, can have much 
probative value. 

Mr. Broun: But there you go to the weight, and not to 
the admissibility. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not referring to the con¬ 
tents, but to the admissibility of the documents themselves. 

Mr. Broun: I submit, when a man has testified with ref- 
ference to minutes, as Mr. Williams has with respect to 
these, they are admissible as the minutes of the meeting— 
you may say what you will about the probative force of that 
particular document with respect to any point, but I 

14304 cannot see how it can be said that they are not quali¬ 
fied as the minutes of the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As you indicated by withdraw¬ 
ing the question you previously asked the witness, it is ex¬ 
pecting an awful lot of a man who did not take and keep 
the minutes, to state whether these are accurate minutes. 

Mr. Broun: But he said, Mr. Examiner, that he read 
the minutes a short time after the meeting, and he knew at 
that time that they were— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But he also said he does not 
know whether or not the recording clerk took down every¬ 
thing that was said. He could not know. It is obvious. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, he said that, but it seems to me if on 
no other ground, the minutes are admissible as an accurate 
record of the recollection of the witness at the time he read 
them. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It seems to me that the way to 
prove minutes is to bring in the man who took the minutes, 
the man who prepared them or the man who kept them. The 
testimony is completely lacking on this point. Of course, 
obviously, you have a different conception, or you would 
not have made the offer. 

Mr. Broun: I made the offer with this witness on the 
stand, Mr. Examiner. 

14305 ^Ir, Rose: I will object to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And I will sustain the 
objection. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibits 181-A, B, C, D, for identification, respec¬ 
tively, and call your attention particularly to the second 
paragraph on page 2 of Respondents’ Exhibit 181-B, and 
ask you whether that refreshes your recollection as to when 
the statement which you said John Zeman made was made, 
and what he said? A. Yes. That is what I was referring 
to when I made that statement. 

Q. Well now, do you mean that John Zeman made the 
statement at the meeting you said those papers are min¬ 
utes of? A. How is that again? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The first thing I want to find out is 
whether after looking at that document you can tell me, 
^Ir. Williams, more accurately than you have, the date of 
the meeting at which John Zeman made the statement which 
you were referring to. A. Yes. 

14306 Q. '\\Tien was it held? A. October 24th, 1935. 

Q. After looking at the document, can you tell me 
any more specifically than you did already, what Mr. Zeman 
said? A. He read from a book which he had a list of cases 
that Mr. Zeman had handled and commented on the method 
and the results obtained under the Plan of Employees ’ Rep¬ 
resentation. 

Q. But you do not remember, as I understand it, more 
than that? A. That is right. I do not remember what they 
were. That book was Mr. Zeman’s own personal property, 
and I had nothing to do with it. 
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Q. Do you remember, Mr. Williams, the connection in 
which Mr. Zeman made the statement that you referred to? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. What 
does counsel mean by “connection”? 

Mr. Broun: All right. I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you remember what discussion, 
if any, immediately preceded the statement Mr. Zeman 
made ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what it was, as you remember it? A. 
At a meeting previous to this one, Mr. Underwood 

14307 had made some remarks which caused quite a lot 
of comment by both management and fellow employ¬ 
ees’ representatives, 

Mr. Rose: May we have the remark, Mr. Examiner, and 
call an end to this thing? 

Mr. Broun: I was going to ask— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me as well as you re¬ 
member what Mr. Underwood said and where he said it? 
Did you tell me that? A. At an earlier meeting. 

Q. Of the General Body? A. That is correct. 

Q. Yes? A. Mr. Underwood made a statement that the 
Plan of Employees’ Representation was browbeaten and 
buttered—he used the word buttered—^he said something 
about us all having butter fingers, and if we did not have 
it,—do this and that—it would be replaced by something 
with more teeth in it. Now, that is just briefly what I recall. 
That is what some of that statement was, but I do not ex¬ 
actly recall what it was, what resolution in a lot of group 
meetings. By group meetings I mean with the general man¬ 
ager of the plant at a meeting with the Franklin group and 
the Cambria group, and so on, like that. 

Q. Well now,— 

14308 Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take it up at 
two o’clock? 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir, 

(Whereupon, at 1:00 o’clock p. m., the hearing was re¬ 
cessed until 2:00 o’clock p. m.) 


14313 After Recesa 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p.m.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Claxe H. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, can you give me any 
estimate of the percentage of cases handled under the Plan 
that reach a Joint Committee in the procedure that you 
have described to us? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you get that, Mr. Williams? 
Mr. Broun means the percentage, in other words, if this 
is what you have in mind, Mr. Broun, out of a given, say, 
hundred cases that are started with the representatives— 

Mr. Broun: Take an average hundred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom. —take an average hundred, out 
of any average hundred cases, how many of them reach a 
Joint Committee; is that your question? 

Mr. Broun: That’s the idea. 

The Witness: I would say that there would be less than 
one out of a hundred. 

14314 Q. (By Mr. Broun) You told us, I believe, that 
the No. 2 Joint Committee, is the committee that 
handled the -wage cases, is that right? A. That’s right, 
No. 2 Joint Committee. 

Q. Do you know how many cases decided by the No. 2 
Joint Committee in the Plan Year 1936-37 were appealed, 
as you have told us was the procedure, to the No. 5 
General Committee on Appeals? A. How many were ap¬ 
pealed? 

Q. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not percentage, Mr. Williams. 
You mean the actual number, of course, Mr, Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: Seven, I believe. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Seven? A. Seven. 

Q. Do you know, or not, how many cases there were in 
the No. 2 Joint Committee that year? A. Twelve—^you 
are talking of No, 2? 

Q. No. 2, do you know how many there were? A. Well, 
in ’36 and ’37— 
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Q. Were you a member of that committee? 

14315 A. No. 

Q. Well, all I want to find out is whether or not 
you happen to know the number of cases there were? A. 
No, the exact number I wouldn’t know, that is not the 
exact number. 

Q. But you do know that there were seven cases appealed 
from that No. 2 Joint Committee to the No. 5 Joint Com¬ 
mittee? A. That’s right, I do know that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, I am 
not quite clear on it, does that mean that all of the appeals 
to the No. 5 Committee came up by way of the No. 2 Com¬ 
mittee? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t think that is correct. 

The Witness: Seven, I am speaking of. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Isn’t it correct, Mr. Williams, that 
all of the appeals from any committee come to the No. 5? 
A. Oh, yes. 

Q. And what you have told me, as I understand it, is 
that seven came from the No. 2 Joint Committee? A. 
That’s right, seven. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And how many came up al¬ 
together from all the committees? 

14316 The Witness: Seven. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean there weren’t ap¬ 
peals from any other committee? A. There weren’t ap¬ 
peals from any other committee except No. 2 in the 1936-37 
term, when I was chairman of the No. 5 Joint Committee. 

Q. Now, if some employee who had a case in the No. 3 
Joint Committee or the No. 4, or some other Joint Com¬ 
mittee, had wanted to appeal, could he have done it? A. 
Undoubtedly, yes. 

Q. You mean that there simply didn’t happen to be any? 
A. That’s correct 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It was the use of the Number 
7 that confused me a bit there, Mr. Broun, he said seven 
were considered and then seven came up from the No. 2. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, I am glad you raised that, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, I just wanted to straighten out the situation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I just wanted to make sure. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, now, do you reraember what 
those cases were, tell us about one of them, at any rate, 
if you remember it? A. One was the case of the bla^st 
furnace keepers, hot stove men, and helpers. 

14317 Q. Now what I would like to have you do, if you 
will, is tell me about what happened to that case in 

the No. 5 Joint Committee on Appeals, and I assume that 
that committee knew what the case was about, and in that 
case I would like to know what the committee learned about 
the case in considering it? A. The case was appealed 
to the No. 5 Joint Committee of which I was chairman, 
and we had the usual hearing. By that I mean accepting 
the testimony of the management, the representatives and 
any witnesses which they desired to bring in. 

Q. You have used the word “testimony” and “wit¬ 
nesses;” will you tell me a little bit more in detail just 
what the procedure before the committee was, what was 
done, what you meant by the word “witnesses” and the 
word “testimony”? A. Do you want mo to detail— 

Q. That’s right. A. To the best of my memory? 

Q. What happened to that case in the No. 5 General 
Joint Committee on Appeals? A. The case was appealed, 
a meeting of the No. 5 Joint Committee was called. After 
the meeting had been called to order Mr. Evans, manage¬ 
ment’s special representative, was invited in to the 

14318 meeting and briefly outlined the case. 

Mr. Evans then left the meeting and there was two 
representatives handling that case at that time, one from 
the upper blast furnace and one from the lower blast fur¬ 
nace. They were invited in to the meeting and brought 
with them three witnesses, 

Q. Did this case have anything to do with increase in 
wages? A. That is what it was about. 

Q. Were the witnesses some of the men who wanted an 
increase? A. They were, they were men that worked at 
the jobs in question. Every one of the witnesses was 
given an opportunity to express his opinion. They were 
asked questions by the different members of the committee. 
The representatives were accorded the same treatment and 
asked questions. 

Q. You mean the representatives were allowed to ask 
questions of the three men that you referred to as wit- 
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nesses? A. No, the members of the committee asked ques- I 
tions of the representatives representing these men. The ! 
superintendent of the department, that is the superin- | 
tendent that had charge of the blast furnace, was permitted | 
to speak of his viewpoints and was questioned at j 

14319 length by different members of the committee, and 
they arrived at the decision of granting the men 

the increase requested. 

Q. Do you remember what it was, what the increase 
was ? A. Two and a half cents an hour, I believe. 

Q. Do you know what the situation had been in the No. 

2 Committee, had that committee refused or recommended 
that an increase be not granted? A. No, I think the No. 

2 Committee had tied up, 5-5. 

Q. So that it neither recommended for nor against? A. 
That’s right, they couldn’t come to an agreement. 

Q. Then it was appealed to the No. 5 Committee? A. 
That’s right, that is true. 

Q. Now that was one of the seven cases; what is another 
one? A. The Spencer case was another one. 

Q. Now did that have to do with wages? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We have heard all about that. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Then you were in error, mistaken, 
a few moments ago, when you said that there were seven 
wage cases ? | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think he said that, I i 
think he said that there were seven from the No. 2 | 

14320 Committee. | 

Mr. Broun: Oh, is that it? I 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is that what you said, that there j 
were seven from the No. 2 Committee? A. That is what j 
I said. I 

Q. Well now, will you go ahead, Mr. Williams, and tell 
us, not about the Spencer case, because of course we have 
covered that, but another case, one of the others. A. An¬ 
other case w-as that of the mold yard cranemen seeking 
an increase in wages based on the conditions from a stand¬ 
point of health, that they worked under. At that meet- | 
ing, that is the No. 5 Joint Committee— | 

Q. What were the conditions that had to do with their ] 
health? A. In dipping those molds down in that tar tank j 
up there they maintained that they suffered from the fumes I 
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of the mold tank when this hot mold was dropped down 
in the tar. I don’t recall of any witnesses appearing with 
the representative handling that case, who was Foster 
Jones. 

The Committee went into quite a discussion in regard to 
the duties performed by these cranemen in the mold yard. 
Mr. Jones was questioned at length by the different mem¬ 
bers of the committee, and in his testimony, or in his an- 
sw'ers, it was made known that he had, in the past, received 
an increase in wages, and the committee had decided 

14321 that the v.’ages were well in line vdih. any other crane 
operating job. By that I mean they were consider¬ 
able higher than some of the other crane rates. They 
work a crane rate plus a contract. The question come up 
as to the possibilities of correcting this condition, 

Q. What do you mean by this condition! A. This smoke 
—the elimination of this smoke; and the committee recom¬ 
mended that the management be sustained in the wage 
complaint, but that they take immediate steps for the elim¬ 
ination of that condition that existed at the Mold Yard. 

Q. AVas that the same recommendation that the No. 2 
Joint Committee made? A. No. They had not said any¬ 
thing in reading their minutes in regards to correcting the 
condition. 

14322 Q. They just sustained the rate, but did not say 
anything about the smoking condition? A. They 

said nothing about the condition. They just sustained the 
rate. 

Q. AVhat was one of the other cases? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think we have enough of this, 
enough of these cases. 

Mr. Broun: This is an entirely different situation from 
what we discussed this morning. This is direct rebuttal of 
a specific piece of testimony introduced by the Board to 
the effect that there were a certain number of cases before 
the Joint Wage Committee and that only one of them was 
satisfied in favor of the employees. 

Now, here we have the man who was on the No. 5 Gen¬ 
eral Joint Committee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: Another case with the No. 5 Committee 
was with all of the firemen in the gas boiler houses. By 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR BEL. BOARD. 7109 j 

that I mean stations 3, Lower Cambria, No. 16 at Franklin i 
—both gas-operated stations. It involved about eight men. ! 

The No. 2 Committee had voted to sustain the manage- ! 
ment and refused the request for an increase in wages. It | 
had been appealed to our committee and Mr. Weaver | 

14323 appeared at the committee meeting with three of | 

the firemen in question as witnesses. j 

Q. Was Mr. Weaver a representative? A. Mr, Weaver 
was a representative from the Steam and Combustion De¬ 
partment at which the men were employed, 

Q. He was handling the case for them? A. He was 
handling the case for them, yes, sir. Pardon me. May 
I cut it down, by getting to the verdict without all the 
questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is all right with me. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, Mr, Williams, counsel for 
the Board has very often said that they wanted what hap¬ 
pened. Now% their having said that before, I am a little 
afraid not to have you tell us what you say about what you 
remember. Do not string it out, but tell what happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Since this is for the benefit of 
the Board’s counsel, I would like to hear from Board’s 
counsel. 

Mr. Rose: I do not think we need any greal detail on 
this, just sufficient to satisfy counsel for the respondents. 

Mr. Broun: This is quite an Alphonse and Gaston mat¬ 
ter. Counsel for the Board, many times, said that they 
wanted what happened. 

14324 Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no road that has 
no turning. 

Mr. Broun: I do not want to leave anything undone 
that should be done, and let it later be said that the witness 
only testified partially to the matter. I feel I am under 
duty to bring out all that happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is one of those circum¬ 
stances where Mr. Rose has waived his rights without 
prejudice. 

Mr. Rose: I did not waive my rights, I only made a 
suggestion. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You better go ahead, Mr. Williams, 
and tell your recollection. 



7110 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATU LABOR EEL. BOARD, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, you are doing this 
for the benefit of intervener’s counsel. He has not said 
a word. 

The Witness: Mr. Weaver had several papers which he 
read in presenting the case and outlining in detail all that 
had happened in the past to the members of the committee. 
The three witnesses were called to speak in their behalf 
and after questioning all mentioned parties, the commit¬ 
tee arrived at the verdict to grant an increase to the fire¬ 
men in question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) By “arrived at a verdict to grant 
an increase”, you mean that it came to the recom- 

14325 mendation that that should be done? A. That is 
right, recommending an increase of two cents an 

hour. All of the firemen in both the Gas and Coal Boiler 
Houses received that increase. 

Q. That increase was received? A. Yes, sir, received by 
them all, 

Q. What was another case? Did you finish that? A. 
Yes. Let me think how many I have got now. 

There was the case of the employees up at the Williams 
Farm at the Skull Cracker. 

Q. What is that? Skull Cracker, you said? A. Skull 
Cracker. That is where I think we are going to adjourn 
to pretty soon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us about it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I want to know what the skull 
cracker you are talking about is. A. Williams Farm is not 
mine, to begin with. It is a place where they store scrap. 
They have a crane up there that I do not know offhand 
how high in the air it is, and they take—^they clean the 
ladle out, it has some iron in it, and it is dumped out, and 
they take a big heavy steel ball, and that is raised up and 
dropped down to crack this to use in the Open Hearth. 

Q. And that is what you mean by the skull cracker? A. 
That is it. 

14326 Q. Now, go ahead. A. The craneman there, the 
skull cracker, had asked for that increase in wages. 

I do not recall the exact verdict of No. 2, "whether it was 
a tie or whether the management was sustained, but at 
the meeting of No. 5 Joint Committee the representative 
Rorabaugh was present with one witness. He was not 
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the same witness which had testified at No. 2 Committee. | 

Q. Is Korabaugh spelled B-o-r-a-b-a-u-g-h? A. Correct; | 
and Mr. Rorabaugh announced at the beginning of the | 
meeting that he had been unable to get the same gentlemen 
who had been before the No. 2 Committee. The vote was i 
agreeable with the committee that the gentleman present 
would take his place. That was agreed, agreed by every¬ 
body. There was the usual pro and con of questions, and 
so on. I 

The committee arrived at a verdict sustaining the man¬ 
agement in refusing to grant the increase in wages. 

Q. And the committee recommended that that be done? 

A. That is right. 

Q. All right. Now, what was another? A. Another one 
was the motor inspectors—assistant motor inspector seek¬ 
ing an increase in wages. 

Q. All right. Now, let us hear about that one in 
14327 your Joint Committee. A. This case was handled 
by Mr. Jones and John Dudash. They had two wit¬ 
nesses at the No. 5 Joint Committee meeting. The regular 
procedure was followed of hearing from each and ques¬ 
tioning them at length, and the committee voted a 5-5 tie. 

No agreement, one way or the other. 

Q. Now, you told us before that the next step you took 
up under the Plan, was going to the President Did the 
employees decide not to appeal that case? A. Yes, sir; 
they did. I was chairman of the General Body at that 
time and I arranged a meeting between the management 
and the employees’ representative concerned. I was not 
at that meeting, but I was told by the employees’ representa¬ 
tives that they had come to an agreement. 

Q. So that finished that case, did it? A. So far as I 
was concerned, it did. 

Q. Well now, what was another one? A. Some electrical 
employees from the Gautier Division had—seeking an in¬ 
crease in wages. I do not recall whether No. 2 Commit¬ 
tee sustained the management or tie voted or what hap- | 
pened to it, or whether they—the case was appealed, heard j 
in the usual manner as the rest of them, and the manage- ! 
ment was sustained in refusing to grant the increase in 
wages. 
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Mr. Rose: Can we have counsel state a recom- 

14328 mendation on the last thing, as to the recommenda¬ 
tion on the last case? 

Mr. Broun: What is Mr. Rose’s question? 

Mr. Rose: I did not hear what the recommendation of 
the committee was. 

Mr. Broun: Let us have it read back and if it is not 
clear we will ask it again. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you mean you do not know 
exactly what the recommendation of the No. 2 Committee 
had been? A. I do not recall exactly what the decision of 
the No. 2 Committee had been, whether they voted to sus¬ 
tain the management or whether it was a tie vote. 

Q. But your committee did sustain the management? A, 
That is true. 

Q. You considered the thing thoroughly, with witnesses 
and so on? A. The same. The same as in previous cases. 

Q. Do you remember anything about a case having to do 
with second helpers at Franklin Open Hearth? A. Yes. 
sir; yes. Months before this the No. 2 Committee had 
heard a case of the second helpers of the Franklin Open 
Hearth seeking an increase in wages. 

14329 Q. You mean, months before the appeal you are 
telling us about? A. That is right. It was appealed 

and the original petition used in No. 2 Committee was ac¬ 
cepted as requested by Mr. Jones who handled—the em¬ 
ployees’ representative who handled that case at No. 2, 
and I called the attention to the committee of this case, 
passed the petition around to the different members to 
see. It was in circular form. The names were all in the 
circular, as I recall it, and that was before Mr. Jones, the 
representative, or the two witnesses he had brought with 
him who were standing out in the hall who had come in, had 
entered the meeting. 

Mr. Jones opened the door and asked me if I would step 
out in the hall a moment. I excused myself, recessed the 
meeting, went out in the hall, and Mr. Jones told me that 
these men wanted to talk to me, that he did not think this 
case was going to be appealed. 
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They gave me their reasons and asked to drop the case. 
Q. Do you remember what they said? A, Yes, the one 
man said that he was no longer a sooond helpr^r. 

Q. So that he then had a wage, and was not interested? 
A. He was not interested. That is just what he said. 

14330 He said, “I am not interested. I am no longer a 
second helper.” 

The other fellow said, “'Well, I am a second helper, but 
I do not think I should be the only witness, and I am agree¬ 
able to forget it.” 

He said, “I am satisfied.” 

I said to Mr. Jones, “Well, it is entirely up to you 
fellows.” 

Q. Did you go back into committee? A. They said they 
would like the thing dropped, so I went back and made a 
report to the committee as to what had happened, and 
asked if they wanted to question the men in the hall, and 
they decided if it was O.K, with them it was O.K. with us, 
so tile case was dismissed, 

Q. Let us see, Mr, Williams. We have that case, one, 
and the boiler house firemen, I think you said— A. That 
is right. 

14331 Q. Two, and the keepers and stove men and help¬ 
ers in the blast furnaces. That is three, isn’t it? A. 

Three. 

Q. And the motor inspectors is four; and the mold or 
crane men, five? A. Five. 

Q. And the Gautier electrical men is six? A. Six. 

Q. And the skull cracker is seven, and Spencer is eight, 
isn’t it? 

(No answer) 

Q. Isn’t that right? A. You named— 

Q. So that that sounds as though there were seven wage 
cases and one Spencer case that did not have anything to 
do with wages; is that c(»rrect? A. That is eight; eight is 
correct. 

Q. So you were mistaken when you said seven before, 
only? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So there were seven wage cases, apparently? A. 
That is right. 

Q. And the Spencer case? A. Yes. 
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Q. But they were all with the same committee? A. 
14.332 That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Broun: JurI a seeond, please, Mr. Kiaminor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very Well. Take a few min¬ 
utes, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you, Mr. Bloom. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: .The hearing \vill please come 
to order. 

]\Ir. Broun: Mr. Jones, do you happen to have the 
minutes of the May, 1937 regular meeting of the General 
Body, and if so, would you mind my looking at it? 

(Thereupon, the document above deferred to was pro¬ 
duced by Mr. Jones.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Reporter, will you mark this with lead 
pencil as you did before? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents’ Exhibit 182-A, 182-B, 182-C, 182-D, 
182-E, 182-F, 182-G, respectively, for Identification.) 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you certain 
pages marked Respondents’ Exhibits 182-A through G for 
Identification, respectively, which means seven pages, and 
ask vou if vou have ever seen them before? 

(Respondents’ Exhibits 182-A through G, for Identifica¬ 
tion, were passed to the \\itness.) 

14333 A. Yes, sir, I have. 

Q. What are they? A. They are the minutes of the 
General Body meeting held May 27, 1937. 

Q. Does that mean that the seven pages together form 
the minutes? A. That is correct, sir. 

Q. Is the book of which those pages are a part the 
original minute book of the General Body? A. It is, sir. 

Q. Were those minutes prepared in the way in which you 
have described as having been the system after the change 
that we have been talking about subsequent to the Supreme 
Court decision on the Wagner Act? A. Yes, sir; that is 
correct. 
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Q. Did you approve the draft of those minutes with Mr, 
Brant? A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. And the draft that you approved is the same as the 
minutes as copied in the book? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are the minutes signed? A, They are. 

Q. How, and in what name or names? A. Clare H. Wil¬ 
liams, Chairman; Russell Horning, Secretary; and 

14334 Willard W. Brant, Recording Secretary—all signed 
by Mr. Brant. 

Q. Did you authorize Mr. Brant to sign your name? A. 
I did. I did, sir. 

Q. Were those minutes prepared and placed in the min¬ 
ute book in the regular course of the business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body? A. IVhile the General Body meeting was going 
on, you mean? 

Q. No. Were they prepared and placed in the minute 
book in the regular course of business of the General Body? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it the regular course of business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body at that time, at the time they were prepared 
that that be done? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do those minutes accurately state what took place 
at the meeting of the General Body on May 27, 1937—is 
that the date? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) They do? A. They do. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibits 182-A to G, for Identification, both inclu¬ 
sive, respectively, and comprising a single docu- 

14335 ment, as Respondents' Exhibit 182-A to 6, respec¬ 
tively, comprising a single document. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were in¬ 
spected by Mr. Rose and Mr. Shawe.) 

Voir Dire on Respondents* Exhibit 182-A to G* for 

Identification 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I just want to ask one question, I 
direct your attention to Resjjondents' Exhibit 182-A for 
Identification, and call your attention to the asterisks ap¬ 
pearing on the extreme left-hand edge of the page, can 
you tell us what the asterisks signify, if anything? 
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(Respondents* Exhibit 182-A for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. No, to the best of iny knowledge, they do not mean a 
thing. 

Q. Why are they there? A. Well, monkeying around 
with a pen or something like that— 

Mr. Broun: Do you know what they mean, if anything? 

The Witness: No, they don’t mean a thing to me. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I hadn’t noticed them at all, frankly, 
Mr. Examiner. I would be glad to offer the document 
without them, if it is desired. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see that? What 

14336 was that other set of minutes that were introduced, 
what date were they? 

Mr. Jones: The following date, the May, and then the 
June meeting right underneath. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: June 11th? 

^fr. Broun: Yes, there it is, I thought you were looking 
for the mark for identification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I had seen the mark. Any 
objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Mr. Rose: May I ask another question? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Who placed the asterisks I have re¬ 
ferred to on that page? 

Mr. Broun: 182-A? 

Mr. Bose: 182-A. 

Mr. Broun: For identification? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, 182-A for identi¬ 
fication. Do you know, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: No. I don’t know. 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 182-A to G, both inclusive, and leave is 
given to withdraw the original upon substitution of a 
photostat which will be stamped by the reporter. 

Mr. Broun: And they are accepted as offered as a 

14337 single document, is that correct? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, certainly, in other 
words, you nmde one offer, you didn’t offer— 

Mr. Broun: Well, we mentioned the thing before and 
I was afraid that we didn’t do it the same, or if we didn’t 
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do the same on a similar set, that there might be some 
question in the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: • They will be received. 

(Thereupon, the documents heretofore marked “Respon¬ 
dents’ p]xhibits 182-A to G, inclusive, for Identification, 
were received in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, sir. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Jones, yesterday you veiy kindly went 
to get a set of minutes that you didn’t happen to have 
with you and you told us you would have them today; do 
you happen to have those minutes with you today? 

^Ir. Jones: You refer to the nunutes of a special meet¬ 
ing of No. 1 Standing Rules Committee on October 22,1935? 

Mr. Broun; That is coiTect. 

Mr. Jones: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I think that 
14338 yesterday you will remember that we were talking 
about a letter received, puiq^orting to have been 
signed by a man named John Ramsay, which lelter you had 
and told us it was a special meeting of the No. 1 Standing 
Committee, which I think you said drew up and passed or 
adopted a resolution about that ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Reporter, will you mark these two pages 
for identification in lead pencil, as we have marked the 
others, please? 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked Respondents’ Exhibits 183-A and B for Identifica¬ 
tion.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you two pages 
marked Respondents’ p]xhil)it 183-A for Identification and 
Respondents’ Exhibit 183-B for Identification, and ask you 
if you have seen those two pages before? 

(Respondents’ Exhibits 183-A and B were passed to the 
witness.) 
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A. Yes, I have. 

Q. What are they ? A. They are the minutes of a special 
Standing!: Committee meeting held on October 22, 1935. 

Q. What committee? A. No. 1 Standing Conimit- 

14339 tee. 

Q. AVho was chairman of the committee, at that 
time ? A. Myself. 

14340 Q. AVho was the secretary? A. Stephen Simko- 
vich. 

Q. Arc those minutes signed? A. They are. 

Q. In whose handwriting are they signed, one, if there 
is only one? A. Two, my own, the chairman and secretary. 

Q. And you know Mr. Simkovich? A. That’s right; my¬ 
self and Mr. Simkovich. 

Q. Is the signature of your name, or was the signature 
of your name, written by yourself? A. That is correct, 
sir. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Simkovich’s signature? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Did he sign the minutes himself? A. Yes, sir, he did. 

Q. Were those minutes prepared in the same way that 
you have told ns that Tiiinutes of Standing Committees 
were prepared before the change which we have talked 
about took place after the Supreme Court decision in the 
Jones & Laughlin case on the Wagner Act? A. Yes, sir. 

ilr. Broun: Will you read my statement back, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

14341 Mr. Broun: And the answer was yes? 

The Reporter: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun. Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were those minutes prepared in the 
regular course of the business of the No. 1 Standing Com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion, this man was not the secretary. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he was chairman of the com¬ 
mittee, signed the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You were chainnan at that time, 
were you not? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness; Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was it the regular course of the 
business of that committee at the time that those minutes 
were prepared that they be so prepared ? A. So prepared 
did you say? 

Q. As they were prepared? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is the book in which those minutes are contained the 
original minute-book of the committee? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were those minutes ever read at any meeting 

14342 of the General Body? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were they ever read at any subsequent meeting 
of the committee? A. Yes, sir, they were. 

Q. Are the minutes an accurate statement of what took 
place, the business transacted, at the meeting of the No. 1 
Standing Committee? 

Mr. Rose: Objected to as calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s find out if he knows; do 
you know whether or not they are, and if so tell us how 
you know' about it, Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Broun: I thought I asked him w’hether they were, 
of course I didn’t want— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know, but I want to find out 
how he knows. If w’e know how a man know's something 
then we can judge reasonably accurately whether he does 
or not— 

^Ir. Broun: Well, can’t we find out first if he knowrs? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you don’t mind— 

14343 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us then, Mr. Williams, 
what vou know about the accuracy of the minutes 

and how'. A. I was chairman of that committee, present 
all during the meeting. 

Mr. Broun: I might say, Mr. Examiner, that the witness 
testified that the minutes were prepared in the same w^ay 
as minutes of the Standing Committees before the change 
as to w^hieh he had already testified in detail saying that 
the minutes were written up from— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I am familiar with all that, 
Mr. Broun, the only thing is some of these minutes Mr. 
Williams knows about by reason of his close association 
w’ith them. 

Mr. Broun: He was chairman of this committee. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I reali'/.e he was chairman, let^s 
find out what he knows about these particular minutes and 
we could save a lot of conversation. 

Mr. Broun: I just wanted to call that to your attention. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what you know, how 
these minutes were prepared, and let’s get it over with; 
what do you know about it? 

The Witness: All I'ight, at the meeting ^Ir. Simkovich, 
who was secretaiy of the meeting, prepared minutes 

14344 in longhand, in a stenographer’s notebook, and we 
signed the stenographer’s notebook and it was 

turned in to the office of Mr. Roberts, and the minutes were 
then mimeographed and sent out through inter-plant mail 
to all the employees’ representatives. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you get a copy? A. I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you ever check those 
minutes with anything else; did you examine them before 
they went out or after they came out? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: The book, the stenographer’s notebook, 
in which we had taken the notes, yes, and then the minutes 
after they came out, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What I mean is this, did you 
compare the minutes as written In the stenographer’s note¬ 
book with the minutes before you now? 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 

Trial Exainincr Bloom: Well, do you know whether 
these are accurate in any sense then, by way of compar¬ 
ison? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, shouldn’t I be permit¬ 
ted to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think that is the ma¬ 
terial that I think should be developed, Mr. Broun, 

14345 not as to wdiether or not he received minutes. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t know, there wasn’t any in¬ 
dication I wasn’t going to develop it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, I was be¬ 
ginning to have very serious doubts. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You saw the notes or minutes that 
were taken by Mr. Simkovich? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You read them? A. Yes, sir. 



1 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7121 | 

Q. I think you said you put your name to it, is that 
right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now then, you got in the inter-plant mail a copy of 
the mimeographed minutes? A. That’s right, 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, he has already testified to that 
with reference to these specific minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, all right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When the minutes of the No. 1 
Standing Committee were read at the General Body meet¬ 
ing, that you have said they were read at— A. That’s 
right. 

Q. —were they an accurate statement of what had taken 
place at the meetings of the committee? A. They | 

14346 were. I 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, in the | 
first place he asked this question and I objected to the i 
question before. Counsel is going over the same ground i 
again. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you can’t cover everything 
at once. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now they were again read, you have 
told us, at the committee meeting? A. That’s correct. 

Q. AVcrc the minutes which were read at the General 
Body and at the Committee different in any degree which in 
any way changed the meaning from the notes which you 
signed and were sent to Mr. Roberts’ office? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t answer that. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, if you want to ask 
him whether or not thev were identical with the minutes 
that ho signed and turned in, that is a perfectly proper 
question. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what is the matter with the 
question of a chairman of a committee who signed minutes 
to ask him whether or not a copy of the minutes which were 
read and which he put his signature to were an ac- 

14347 curate s.tatemcnt of what happened at the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t think it 
means anything in the light of what has happened with 
these minutes. You have had him go through the process j 
of showing how the minutes were prepared by the secre- 
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tarj’. Now those minutes and the minutes we have before 
us, there is a certain relationship between the two. It is 
important to find out whether or not they are identical or 
are not identical, and if they are different, in what respects 
they arc different. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. E.xaminer, I never heard of there being 
anything of any vita! materiality as to minutes except the 
accuracv of the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then why go through all the 
process ? 

Mr. Broun: I asked the question whether or not the 
minutes wore accurate, and it was objected to, and you 
sustained the objection and suggested that I go through it 
in detail, and I therefore did so. 

Trial P^xamincr Bloom: The reason for that was be¬ 
cause oF the ]»revious testimony in this case that there have 
been changes and because of testimony that the recording 
clerk prepared the minutes and that— 

^fr. Broun: No recording clerk had anything to do with 
these minutes. 

1434S Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, some of the min¬ 
utes. Now in view of that I think that any minutes 
that are offered, the i)roccss of having the minutes pre- 
]:>ared should be set forth in detail. 

Mr. Broun: That is what we have just done, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well then, you get to the point 
where you show that the secretary prepared minutes; Mr. 
Williams signed his naine to certain minutes. Then an¬ 
other set of nunutes comes out. Now the simple question 
there— 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t think that you 
are accurately stating the testimony when you say “another 
set of minutes” in the light of what you are now saying. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t mean— 

Mr. Broun: Well, that is an entirely different thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t mean that, I mean 
a set of minutes which are mimeographed, are produced as 
the minutes of the meeting. Now, this man had intimate 
knowledge of certain minutes that he signed. 

Mr. Broun: And he had intimate knowledge of what took 
place at the meeting. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He had intimate knowledge of I 
the minutes that he signed. You have now given him I 
14340 a set of minutes. The obvious question is, are the | 
minutes before you now identical with the minutes ! 
that you turned in and the secretary turned in for mimeo- | 
graphing, that is the question. | 

Mr. Broun: 'Well, that is not the question I asked and I | 
submit that it is a perfectly competent question, Mr. Ex- I 
aminer, to ask the witness whether or not the minutes which 
he has before him now are accurate with respect to the min¬ 
utes that were turned in to Mr. Roberts’ office. 

14350 Trial E.xaminer Bloom: I think it is a fair question 
to ask, whether they are accurate and identical, that 

is all that is the question. 

^\r. Broun: Wasn’t it a fair question to ask if they were 
accurate on the basis of that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the fair question is whether 
the minutes as distributed to the employees’ representa¬ 
tives were identical copies of the minutes turned in by the 
representatives of the employees’ representatives for mim¬ 
eographing. If there have been changes, then let’s see what 
those changes were. 

Mr. Broun: IVIr. Examiner, the witness is chairman of the 
committee and he signed, he said, these minutes. Now, he 
says that they are minutes. T would like to ask him if he 
didn’t sign them as minutes. Will you answer that ques¬ 
tion? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer that question. 

The Witness: Pardon me. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you sign that copy which is Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 183-A and B as the minutes of the meet¬ 
ing of the No. 1 Standing Committee held October 22,1935? 
A. I certainly did. 

14351 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I understand you will j 
not let the witness answer the question of whether or 

not these minutes accurately set forth what took place at the 
meeting? I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer after I ask I 
one question. Are you making the offer? | 

Mr. Broun: I offer in evidence Respondent’s Exhibit 
1S3-A and B for Identification, comprising a single docu¬ 
ment. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. ‘Williams, do you know 
whether or not Respondents’ Exhibit 183-A and B for Iden¬ 
tification are identical with the minutes sijcned by you and 
Mr, — what was his name? 

The Witness: Simkovich. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: —Simkovich, for mimeograph¬ 
ing, which were turned in? 

The Witness: That is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: These are identical? 

The Witness: Word for word, spelling and everything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: From the— 

Mr. Broun: Well, ^Ir. Examiner, in answer to your ques¬ 
tion, you referred to the notes which went to Mr. Roberts’ 
office as minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not referring to notes at 
all, this witness said he signed minutes. Now, if he 

14352 didn’t sign minutes, let’s find it out. Did you sign 
minutes that were turned in, ^Ir. Williams? 

Mr. Broun: Let’s ask the witness this question, if I may, 
Mr. Examiner; which are the minutes, Mr. Williams, the 
document 183-A and B or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, did you say that 
you signed minutes and turned them in for mimeographing, 
Mr. Williams, you and ^Ir. Simkovich? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, the book. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: The book was in—it was in a stenogra¬ 
pher’s notebook. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, were the minutes that you 
signed and turned in to Mr. Roberts’ office for mimeograph¬ 
ing identical, word for word, with Respondents’ Exhibit 
183-A and B for Identification? 

Mr. Broun: The witness answered that “yes” a few min¬ 
utes ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, let’s make sure if that is 
what he means, and I am starting at the top with the wo‘rd 
“Bethlehem” on Respondents’ Exhibit 183-A and ending 
with the word “secretarv” in the lower right-hand corner 
of 183-B. 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, tell us what differ- 

14353 ences there were, please. 
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The Witness: The minutes— j 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T object to this line of ques- [ 
tioning- because it seems to me totally immaterial. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection is sustained. Pro- ! 
ceed. 

Mr. Broun: Now, can I have a ruling on the offer, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have sustained an objection. 

IVIr. Broun: I understood you were referring to iny ob¬ 
jection to your question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, sir, I am referring to the 
offer of the document. 

Mr. Jones: May the record show an objection as far as 
the Plan is concerned here, too? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It mav. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Williams, was anything 
said or done with respect to the resolution which you have j 
told us was adopted at the meeting on October 22, 1935, of | 
the No. 1 Standing Committee when the minutes of that 
meeting were read at the next General Body meeting? A. 
Yes, sir, there was, the secretary was instructed to write 
to Mr. Ramsay, the decision of the General Body which 
had adopted the resolution, refusing to go along with Mr. 
Ramsay’s suggestion. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the secretary wrote 
14354 to Ramsay? A. I do not. 

Q, You never saw any letter or copy of a letter 
that he wrote to him? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a ten-minute recess 
here. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after whoch pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, yesterday we started 
talking about grievances, I believe you told us that in addi¬ 
tion to grievances having to do with the individual employ¬ 
ees and groups of employees, you had had to do with mat¬ 
ters that concenied all employees, and T think you men¬ 
tioned something about the wage increase; had there been 
any "wage increases since you have been chairman of the 
General Body? A. Yes, sir, there had, two of them. | 
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Q. "When was the first one, do yo-u remember? A. No¬ 
vember 16,1936. 

Q. Was that the date it became effective? A. That is 
the date it became effective, the next one the same way on 
March 16, 1937. 

Q. Well, now, let’s consider first the first one, No- 

14355 vember 16, 1936; was there any x^revious discussion 
in the General Body about the subject before the in¬ 
crease was granted? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How far back had there been discussion about it be¬ 
fore the increase was granted, regardless of whether it was 
in your term or not, I am talking about how far back—you 
were a member of the General Body since 1928, I believe? 
A. You mean did we start talking in 1928 about the increase 
we got on November 16, 1936? 

Q. No, no, but in my first question I asked you about 
wage increases in the time that you were chairman of the 
General Body? A. I see. 

Q. Now, you have told me that one increase that took 
place while you were chairman was granted as of Novem¬ 
ber 16, 1936, and then I asked you when it was that discus¬ 
sions that had reference, any reference, to that increase 
began; I didn’t want you to understand that I was limiting 
you to your ovm terms, if they started before that. A. 
Well, I think they started about July, 1936, the General 
Body meeting— 

Q. Hadn’t there been, as far as you remember, any dis¬ 
cussion about the wage increase in the General Body 

14356 before that, about whether one should be requested? 
A. Not that I recall of. 

Q. Well, now, what was the first action taken in the Gen¬ 
eral Body, or the first discussion with respect to that wage 
increase? A. Either it was in the form of a motion re¬ 
questing a ten per cent increase in wages and the No. 2 
Standing Committee was assigned to the job of taking it 
under consideration for action— 

Q. Do you remember whether a motion or resolution was 
proposed to that effect, is that it, in the General Body? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Was any vote taken on the motion? A. Yes. 

Q. And was it passed? A. And how! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I take it, then, it was passed? 
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The Witness: Yes, sir, no opposition. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) That was all that was done at that 
General Body meeting with respect to the wage increase, or 
not? A. Time out. All that I can think of at the present 
time. 

Q. Was any action taken at any later General Body meet¬ 
ing, or was the matter brought up again in the General 
Body meeting that occurred after the one that was 
14357 passed, or after the one that passed this resolution 
you have just talked about? A. Yes, No. 2 Commit¬ 
tee made a report back and T would say that pretty near 
every General Body meeting tliere was something men¬ 
tioned at that time about wages, 

Q. At the time that the No. 2 Committee brought the re¬ 
port back, do you remember in any more detail what took 
place at that meeting about the general wage increase? A. 
Yes, at the following General Body meeting— 

Q. You mean, following the one you first— A. The one 
1 first talked about where the motion originated. Air. Cus¬ 
ter, then general manager of the plant, came to the meeting 
upon invitation. 

Q. Now, was this the meeting that the Wage Committee 
came back and made the first report? A. Yes, yes. 

Q. Well, now, was any action taken on the report of the 
Wage Committee? A. Wait a minute. No, the No. 2 Com¬ 
mittee had not given the General Body report yet at this 
meeting, it was at the following meeting that the General 
Body, or that the No. 2 Wage Committee, that is. Standing 
Committee, brought in its report to the General Body. 

Q. Well, now, I don't quite understand you; you 
14.358 say that at one General Body meeting the Wage 
Committee was given the job of attending to the re¬ 
quest for an increase? A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, you have said that at the next General Body 
meeting the Wage Committee reported back, is that right? 
A. Wait a minute till I get straightened up here, please. 

Q. Perhaps, Air. AYilliams, I could help you if I show you 
the Respondents’ Exhibit which has been marked for Iden¬ 
tification. 

Air. Broun: Have you got, Air. Jones, the minutes of the 
meeting of the General Body on Alay 28, 1936? 

(A document was passed to Air. Broun.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. WillianiSj I show you Eespon- 
donts’ Kxhibit 1G9-A for Identification and Respondents’ 
Exhibit 169-B for Identification, and ask you if, after look- 
iui^ at those two papei's, and particularly at the para.ixraph 
on the bottom of lGi)-B for Identification, which bet*ins with 
the word "‘Representative Davies”, you can tell me more 
specifically than you have done the date on which the first 
action was taken by the (Jeiun-al Body on this wai*e increase 
and what the action was at that meeting*; would you like the 
question read backl’ 

(Respondents’ Exhiliit 1()9-A and B for Identification 
was passed to the witness.) 

148o9 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

(^. (By Mr. Broun) Xow, Mr. Williams, is your memoi’v 
refreshed by lookin.e: at tbos(»? A. Yes, sir, it is. 

Q. (’an you tell me the dates? A. May 2Stb. 

(2- That was the date at wliicli first action was taken ? A. 
—that is correct. 

Q. Tiiat is the me<*tin, 2 : of the General Body when the 
first action was takim which you liad .previously said you 
llu>u.**bt was in duly, is that ri'^ht ? A. That's correct, that's 
ri<rht. 

Q. And can you t(‘ll me now what it was that was said at 
tile 0(uu*ral Body meeting: <»■ done by tlu* (umerai Body with 
?'esp(*ct to instructing' tin* Wa?;e (’ommittee? A. Yes, sir, 
it liadn't iieen so lone: before that that wt* bad b(‘en notifu'd 
that we w(‘re lo rec(‘ive tlu* i)aid vacations and Mr. Davies 
staf(‘d tliat be didn't want to belittle the ]>aid vacations 
which We bad just j*ec(*ived, that lie fhouirbt that we sliould 
r(‘(pu*st tiu‘ mana.u'ement for an inciH^ase in wa,u<‘S of t(‘n 
p<*r cent and it uot into quite a convei*sation, all numibers 
taking’ part. 

The hie: majority of them, Mr. Underwood said that 
lUUiO ii(‘ felt that W(‘ sliould ask for the lf>29 rates and that 
ten p(‘i‘ cent wasn't the e<iuivalent of tin* 1929 rates. 
Al‘t<*r some discussion. Mi*. Ilornine: over thei*e ,i>ot u)) an<l 
said tliat he felt that this was a job for tlie Xo. 2 Com¬ 
mittee. 
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Q. Was be on that committee or not? A. Yes, sir, he was 
a member of that committee, and it was at that time that 
the motion was made and passed to assign the job over to 
the No. 2 Committee, seeking the increase in wages. 

Q. Mr. Williams, I show you Respondents^ Exhibit 171-A 
for Tdentilication, and Respondents’ Exhibit 171-B for 
Identification, and ask you to look at those two pages or 
papers, and tell me whether or not that refreshes your 
recollection as to what was done at the next meeting of the 
General Body after May 28, 1936, with respect to the gen¬ 
eral wage increase, it* anything was done, and also tell me, 
please, whether it refreshes your recollection as to the date 
oi* the next meeting? 

14361 Mr. Broun : Will you read that question back, Mr. 
Rei)orter, please? 

{The reportei’ I’epeated the last question as above set 
fortli.) 

Q. (By Mr. Bi'oun) Now, is your recollection i*efreshed? 
A. Yes, sir, it is. 

(j). Can vou tell me tlie date of* the next meeting, after May 
28tii, 1936? A. June 29th, 1936. 

{^). T take* it you mean the General Body? You so under¬ 
stood me.’ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell me what, if anything, was done at that 
meeting about a general wage increase? 

Mr. Bose: 1 object to that. Th<‘ witness is reading from 
llu* document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you let me have the document, 
please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer the question. 

Mr. P>roun: 1 think we sliould show that the witness has 
not said anything at the tiTue Mr. Rose made his objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record shows that. 

Q. (By ^fr. Broun) Now, will you go ahead, Mr. 
14.362 WilliaTus? Have yna tlie questioTi in mind? A. Yes, 
sir. A member of the General Body asked if the 
No. 2 Committ(‘e had any re])ort on the request for in- 
<'reased wag<‘s. Mr. Kelho*, cliairman of that committee, 
said that a report would be submitted, arid "Mr. Iloiming, tin* 
secretary of the No. 2 Standing Committee, lianded the res¬ 
olution which had been provided by the No. 2 Committee to 
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the secretary of the General Body, and requested that it be 
read. 

Q. Who was the secretary' of the General Body? A. John 
Dudash. 

Q. Did he read it? A. Mr. Dudash read the resolution. 

Q. Was any action taken on the resolution? A. And it 
was adopted. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I have a short ofF-thc- 
record discussion with vou and counsel? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Plxaniiner Bloom: On tlie i*ecord. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) T believe you told us, ^Ir. Williams, 
that after the meeting at which the Wage Committee made 
a r(‘port to the General Body which you now fix as June 29, 
1936, the matter was discussed in the General Body; 

14363 is tliat correct? A. That is right, sir. 

Q. On more than one meeting thereafter? A. Yes. 

(^. Before the increase went into effect on November 16th, 
1936, was there any inectlng of the General Body at wliich 
the increase, the definite amount of the increase, was con- 
sid(*red? A. Yes, sii*, a special meeting of tlie General Body. 

A special meeting of the General Body? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember about wiien that was held? A. 
Eitliei* the latter part of October or the early part of No¬ 
vember. 

Q. 1936? A. That is correct, sir. 

(J. Can you tell me what was said about tlie wage increase, 
and wiiat took jiiace at that General Body meeting with 
res])ect to it? A. At that General Body meeting we were 
told of tli(‘ inci'case as presented to the No. 2 Committee, 
tlu* AVage Committee, that it would be five and one-half 
cents per hour for all our employees. 

Q. Regardless of their i*ate? A. Regardless of— 

14364 Air. l^ose: Can’t we have this testimony from the 
witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(^. (By Air. Broun) Go ahead, Air. AA'illiams, and tell us 
about tlu‘ tiling, please. 

The AVitness: Tt was announced that we would receive 
five and one-half cents jier hour increase for all our rated 
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men. By five and one-half cents per hour I mean, that if 
lie was a common labor he received five and one-half cents 
per hour, or if he was a roller on the mill he received five 
and one-half cents per hour. Might I go ahead ? 

Q. Yes, go ahead and tell us what else happened, if any¬ 
thing? A, There was some discussion and several of the 
representatives complimented the management—the No. 2 
Committee and the management on the way this raise had 
been given. 

14365 Q. You say, complimented them? A. Complimented 
them on the way this raise had been given. 

Q. And was tlie date the raise was to go into effect stated? 
A. Yes, sir, that was in the announcement. 

Q. Now, you mentioned in talking about the minutes of the 
meeting of May 2S, 1936, paid vacations. "VVhat was that? 
Was anything done about paid vacations in 1936? A. They 
were granted, to be effective May 15, 1936. 

Q. Had there been any action taken by the Genei*al Body 
or the representatives with respect to paid vacations? A, 
Yes, sir—prior to .May, you mean? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir, we had requested the management 
for a paid vacation. 

(J. Had it been discussed in a general body meeting, or 
not? A. It liad. 

Q. Will you tell nu‘ whal the paid vacations meant: what 
they were? A. The paid vacations were for hour-rated men. 
They would receiv(‘ one week's paid vacation. 

Q. Tn how long a period of time? Was it for a year, for 
ten y(‘ars, or wliat? A. It was announced for that 

14366 year. 

Q. For the year 1936? A. That year only, and that 
all of tlu‘ final details was not announced at the first meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. Ilul the fact that they were to grant it was announced? 
A. That is true. 

Q. Did hour-rated employees, whom you have mentioned, 
include men who worked on what you call contract? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bose: May we know, ^Ir. Examiner, at this point 
who made th(‘ announcement referred to by the witness? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you get that, Mr. Williams? A. 
Yes. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; Could you tell us? 

The AVitness: Yes. Mr. S. D. Evans, the management’s 
special representative, when he attended a meeting, upon 
invitation. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) AVas any statement made at that 
meeting with respect to how the pay vacation plan had been 
decided upon? A statement by either Mr. Evans or an 
employees’ representative? A. Mr. Evans stated that at 
this time he wished to announce that the company 

14367 had granted the paid vacations to become effective 
May 15, 1936, and that all employees who had been 

in the employ of the company for a period of five years 
would receive this week’s vacation. 

Q. AVith pay? A. AA'ith pay. 

Q. Had the matter been considered by any committee un¬ 
der the Plan? A. Yes, the No. 2 Committee talked about 
the paid vacations. 

Q. AVas any statement, so far as you remember, made at 
that General Body meeting about what, if anything, the 
No. 2 Committee had done with respect to the Plan, the 
vacation plan? A. I do not understand the question. 

Q. You say the No. 2 Standing Committee, I assimie you 
mean? A. Yes. 

Q. (continuing) Had talked about it and considered, as 
I understand you, tlie vacation plan prior to this May meet¬ 
ing when Air. Evans announced it had been granted, and I 
asked if you remembered if any statement had been made 
at that Alay meeting as to whether or not the No. 2 Com¬ 
mittee had passed on the plan, or had said anything about 
it or done anything about the plan? A. Yes, sir. 

14368 The No. 2 Committee had received the information 
prior to the General Body. 

Q. Did it state whether or not they had taken any action 
with respect to the plan? A. They had accepted it. 

Q. I want to know if that was said at the General Body 
meeting, tliat the No. 2 Committee had accepted the plan? 
A. Yes, sir, yes. 

Q. Now, you said, Air. AVilliams, that there was an in¬ 
crease granted that became effective Alareh 16, 1937, I be¬ 
lieve? A. Yes. 

Q. AA^as there ever anything said about that wage in¬ 
crease before that date at a General Body meeting? A. 
Yes, sir, there was. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7133 


Q. Do you remember when the first discussion of that 
w'age increase took place at a General Body meeting? A. I 
believe in the month of January, 1937. 

Q. Do you remember what the discussion was at that 
meeting about the wage increase? A. Yes, sir. It was quite 
a discussion. Some wanted 20 per cent and some wanted 
25 per cent and some wanted this and some wanted that, 
and we finally got it boiled down, and Mr. Horning made a 
motion that we ask the management for a minimum wage 
of $5. per day for common labor and an additional in- 

14369 crease of 80 cents per day for all other trades or 
positions. 

There was an amendment asked for by, I believe, Gordon 
Boss, asking for cither time and a half time or double time 
foi- holidays and Sundays—something to that effect, at that 
time. 

Q. Was any vote taken on the motion? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the result of the vote? A. It was passed 
unanimouslv. 

Q. Did that include the amendment? Did it or not? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, was there any other meeting of the General Body 
before the wage increase went into effect at which any dis¬ 
cussion about it took place? A. Yes. The meeting of the 
General Body in the month of February. 

Q. Was that a regular meeting or a special meeting? A. 
That was a regular meeting. 

Q. Well, now, what took place at that meeting, as you 
recall it, Mr. Williams? A. The February meeting? 

Q. Yes. 

(No answer) 

Mr, Broun: I will withdraw that question for a 

14370 moment, Mr. Reporter. I want to look at a paper. 
Excuse me, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

14371 Q. (By Mr, Broun) ^Ir. Williams, I show you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 174-A for Identification, and Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 174-B for Identification, and ask that 
you look at those two pages, please, and tell ine whether 
they refresh your recollection as to the date on which the 
General Body meeting was held that you just referred to 
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at which the motion was made by Representative Homing 
about the wage increase? A. (No answer.) 

Mr. Broun; Will you read the question back, Mr. Re¬ 
porter ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Does it refresh your recollection? 
A. Yes. The meeting was held February 25th, 1937. 

Q. So you were mistaken about the date when you said 
January before? A. I was mistaken about the date when 
1 said January; yes, sir. 

Q. Now, was there another meeting of the General Body 
at which any discussion took place about the wage increase 
before the wage increase was granted? 

Mr. Rose: I object to all this, Mr. Examiner, on the 
ground that this assumes a relationship between the wage 
increase and the discussion. As I understand, coun- 

14372 sel is trying to show that connection. This whole 
line of questions concerning the wage increase as^ 

sumes the connection. 

Mr. Broun: The witness stated a wage increase was 
granted on March 16th, or as of March 16th, 1937. He tes¬ 
tified that he had to do, as a representative or chairman 
of the General Body, with matters aifecting employees, in¬ 
cluding wage increases, and he testified that there had been 
discussions at the General Body meetings with respect to 
the wage increase granted that March, March 16th, 1937, 
and he now said the first such discussion about that took 
place on February 25th, 1937. Now, I want to find out 
whether at any other General Body meeting before the wage 
increase was carried into effect, there was any discussion. 

It seems to me a perfectly proper question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: TMiat is wrong with that? 

Mr. Rose: I should think the line of questions assumes 
what counsel is trying to establish. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no assumption in the 
question, as I understand it, as to the ultimate fact of 
whether or not the General Body’s discussions, before the 
increase—that is one of the ultimate questions that might 
not be found by the discussion, but I think the question is 
perfectly proper. 

14373 Do you xmderstand it, Mr. Williams? 
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The Witness: Yes, sir. Yes, sir. There was a meeting i 
on March 1, 1937 of the General Body. | 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) A special or a general meeting, Mr. 
Williams? A. A special meeting of the General Body. 

Q. Will you tell me what took place, what the discussion 
was at that meeting about the general wage increase which 
went into effect on March 16th, 1937 ? A. At that meeting 
we received the report of the No. 2 Standing Committee that 
labor would receive—that is, common labor, would receive 
ten cents an hour, and all above common labor would not re¬ 
ceive less than seven and one-half cents an hour. 

Q. Was any action taken by the General Body? A. Yes, 
sir. We approved the action of the No. 2 Committee and 
accepted the raises proposed. 

May I add something to my last statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. | 

The Witness: I will cut it short. | 

We were also notified that we would receive time and a 
half time for all over forty hours per week, and time and a 
half time for all time over eight hours per day. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that part of what the General 
Body accepted or passed in the resolution ? A. That 
14374 is correct. 

Mr. Rose: Again, may I ask how they were noti¬ 
fied? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you answer Mr. Rose’s question? 

A. How? 

Mr. Rose: By whom? 

The Witness: By the members of the No. 2 Standing 
Committee, and Mr. S. D. Evans, the management’s special 
representative. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough, all who had 
attended the meeting, upon invitation. I mean, the manage¬ 
ment’s end only. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you Respon¬ 
dent’s Exhibit No. 169-A to D for Identification, especially 
some of which I have shown you before, and ask you to 
tell me what they are? A. They are the minutes of the 
meeting of the General Body held May 28th, 1936. 

Q. Were you present at that meeting? A. Yes, sir, I was, 

Q. Throughout the meeting? A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Q. Who was secretary at that time of the General Body? 

A. In 1936—John Dudash. 

Q. Do you know John Dudash’s signature? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit No. 169-D and 

14375 also 169-A to C, and ask you if the minutes are 
signed? A. Yes, sir. They are signed by Mr. Dudash, 

Q. Is that signature his manual signature? A. Yes, sir, 
that is. 

Q. Were those minutes prepared and distributed—if they 
were distributed—in the same way that minutes of the 
General Body were prepared, as you have described, before 
the change which we spoke of that took place? A. Yes, sir, 
thev were. 

Q. Did you receive a copy of them? A. Yes, sir. I re¬ 
ceived three copies of them. 

Q. Did you read one of the copies which you received? 
A. Yes, sir, and tacked the other two on the bulletin board. 

Q. Were the minutes of the meeting of May 28th, 1936 ap¬ 
proved at any later General Body meeting? A. At the next 
General Body meeting. 

Q. Was it the regular course of the business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body at the time that the minutes were prepared and 
distributed that they be prepared and distributed? 

^Ir. Rose: That is objected to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, did you have 

14376 anything to do with the preparation of the minutes 
of the meeting of May 28th, 1936? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Are the minutes of the meeting set forth in Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 169-A, B, C, and D for Identification, an 
accurate statement of the business that took place at that 
meeting, and after you have answered that question, I wish 
you would— 

Mr. Rose: Mav we have one at a time? 

Mr. Broun: All right. Read it back, Mr. Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as follows; 

“Q. Are the minutes of the meeting set forth in Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 169-A, B, C, and D for Identification, an 
accurate statement of the business that took place at that 
meeting”—) 

Mr. Rose: It is objected to as calling for a conclusion. I 
assume the counsel for the respondents is trying to estab- 
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lish the process of the preparation of the minutes. I think 
we have been through this before. 

Mr. Broun: We have, and the witness testified the min¬ 
utes were prepared in that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Broun: I did not get your ruling, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

14377 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Is the book in which are the 
pages, Respondents’ Exhibits 169-A to D, inclusive, 

for identification, which you stated are the minutes, the 
original minute-book of the General Body? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: It is. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Then, will you tell us, Mr. Williams, 
what you did vdth respect to the preparation of the minutes 
contained in Respondents’ Exhibit 169-A to D, inclusive? 
A. I sat in the General Body meetings, I sat with the re¬ 
cording secretary’-, or the clerk, whatever you wish to call 
him, at that time the clerk, when he took the notes or min¬ 
utes of the General Body meeting. Then when they were 
prepared, drafted rather for these mimeograped copies, 
I was present. Is that what you mean? 

Q. Did you check the draft that was prepared from the 
notes of the clerk? A. I certainly did. I would go up to 
the clerk and read over his draft, and we compared them 
with the notes that he had taken at the General Body meet¬ 
ing before they were put into final form. That is correct. 
Q. Was that draft an accurate statement of what took 
place at the meeting? A. That certainly was. 

14378 Q. Now, then, what happened? After the draft 
was approved by you, what was done? A. Then 

that was dictated to a stenographer to cut stencils, to turn 
out that set of minutes right there (indicating). 

Q. Did you hear the dictation ? Were you present dur¬ 
ing the dictation? A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who dictated? 

The Witness: Sometimes the clerk and sometimes Mr. 
Roberts. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, was the dictation for this set 
of minutes for the meeting of May 28th, 1936, an accurate 
statement of what was contained in the draft? 
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Mr. Rose: I object to that as calling for a conclusion, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Positively, yes, sir. 

(^. (By Mr. Broun) Then, it was also an accurate state¬ 
ment of what took place at the meetings? A. That is right. 

(^. The meeting, I mean. A. That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you re-offering the 

14379 document? 

Mr. Broun: I re-offer, Mr. Examiner, Respondents’ 
Exhibit 169-A to D for Identification, inclusive, comprising 
a single document, as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 169-A to 
1), inclusive, as comprising a single document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is this the same document that 
was offered at the time the witness, Horning, was testify¬ 
ing, if I recall correctly? 

Mr. Broun: That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I just want to glance through 
it. 

Mr. Broun: Certainly. 

(The document was examined by the Trial Examiner, 
and then by Mr. Rose and Mr. Shawe, respectively.) 

Voir Dire Examination as to Respondents^ Exhibit 169-A 

to D, Inclxisive, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long after the dictation did you 
receive the mimeographed copy of what you thought were 
the minutes of the meeting? A. What do you mean, what I 
thought? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question as 
assuming a state of facts not in evidence. He did not say 
he thought they were the minutes of the meeting. He 

14380 said they were the minutes of the meeting—copies, 
rather. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long after the dictation did you 
receive the mimeographed copy of what you testified were 
the minutes of this particular meeting? I am referring to 
the meeting of May 28, 1936. A. In about three days, at 
the most. 
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Q. Did you ever compare Respondents’ Exhibits 169-A, 

B, C and D for Indentification with the draft you referred 
to? A. You mean, after it was completed? 

Q. That is right; after the mimeographed sheets were is¬ 
sued? A. No, sir, I did not. I never found any reason to 
doubt— 

14381 Q. You did not compare them, did you? A. Not 
afterwards, no, sir. 

Q. You did not compare the mimeographed sheet with 
the notes that the clerk took at the meeting, did you? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to that. It 
assumes a state of facts—it certainly seems an unfair ques¬ 
tion. The witness testified the clerk took notes, the clerk 
then wrote up a draft, and he compared that draft for 
accuracy, 

]\Ir. Rose: I do not see anything unfair. I still inquire 
as io whether he checked this exhibit against the notes the 
clerk took at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not back-check them. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the document. I do not see why 
the respondents should not produce and qualify them 
through the proper man, the clerk who took the minutes, j 
Broun: There is perfectly proper testimony qualify¬ 
ing the minutes. This is the proper witness to ask the 
questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand it, the clerk 
took certain notes at the meeting? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then, afterwards, minutes were 
written up in longhand, were they? 

14382 The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Who "wrote them up? 

The Witness: Mr. Fisher, when he was clerk and Mr. 
Brant, when he was the clerk. 

Mr. Broun: May I inject one thing? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) You used the word “minutes’' with 
reference to the draft, a draft of minutes? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understood— 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) You used the word “minutes”. Isn’t 
it a draft of minutes; 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You so understood it, Mr. Williams! 
A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I thought I said. 
Mr. Broun: I was sure you had. I just want the record 
to show it. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You say, either Mr. 
Fisher or Mr. Brant? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, who was the clerk at the time of this meeting, 
May 28,1936! A. Mr. Fisher. 

14383 Q. With reference to the meeting, when was the 
draft prepared! Mlicn I say “draft” I refer to the 

draft of the minutes— 

Mr. Broun: The longhand. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The longhand draft. 

The Witness; The next day. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) And then what happened ? 
A. Then it was—Mr. Fisher and myself would go to the 
office and Mr. Roberts—the office of Mr. Roberts, and there 
it would be— 

Q. Well, now, I do not want to interrupt, but before that, 
did you do anything, that is, specifically, about comparing 
the draft of the minutes with the notes! A. Yes sir, I did. 
Q. Then what happened? 

^Ir. Broun: Now, Mr. Bloom, the word “compare”, 
sometimes that has a connotation— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, did he check back or 
check over ? 

Mr. Broun: Is that what you understood! 

The Witness: Yes. You did not mean take one word 
and check that! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course not. Notes and draft 
are obviously different things. That is obvious to every¬ 
body. 

14384 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) And then what 
happened, please, Mr. Williams? A. Then Mr. 

Fisher and myself would go to the office of Mr. E. L. Rob¬ 
erts, where a stenographer would take dictation, and cut 
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stencils, as you see here (indicating) for the mimeograph¬ 
ing of those minutes. 

Q. Were you present when these minutes were dictated? 
A. Yes, sir, I was; yes, sir. 

Q. And did you read the stencil afterwards? A. No, I 
did not read the stencil. 

Q. Who did you say did the dictating? A. Sometimes 
Mr. Fisher and other times it would be Mr. Brant. 

Q. You mean, either Mr. Fisher or Mr. Brant, depending 
on which one took it ? A. That is right. 

Q. Or Mr. Roberts? A. That is right. 

Q. And at the time this particular set was dictated, were 
you present so that you would know whether or not the per¬ 
son dictating just started at the top of the handwritten draft 
and read right through? A. Yes, I was present all during 
the time, from beginning to end. 

Q. And was the handwritten draft read to the sten- 

14385 ographer just as it appeared? A. Well, no, because 
we did not put all of that— 

Q. You moan, the words “Bethlehem Steel Company”? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Starting with the material below that, that is, where 
it says, “Minutes of General Body meeting,” was that in 
the hand-written draft? A. Yes. 

Q. And then, from there on, was it identical? I mean, 
was it read off just the way it appeared, or were changes 
made? A. Oh, maybe a word here or there—not as long as 
it did not change the minutes, or an amendment of the para¬ 
graph, or anything like that. You might change a word to 
make better English, but that is the only change that was 
made. 

14386 Q. Who would make that change, if such a change 
were made? A. I would agree to it. 

Q. Y'ou would? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In each instance? A. Yes. 

Q. Does that mean, if a change was suggested by the per¬ 
son doing the dictating your consent would first be obtained ? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection is overruled. The 
document is received as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 169-A to 
D, both inclusive. It will be understood that leave will be 
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granted to withdraw the document and furnish a photo¬ 
stat. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were con¬ 
sidered marked as Respondents' Exhibits 169-A to D, inclu¬ 
sive, in evidence.) 

Mr. Rose: Do you want to use that at the moment! 

Mr. Broun: I think so, but you may look at it first, of 
course. 

Mr. Rose: No, go ahead. We will look at it later. 

14387 Q. (By Mr. Broun) I show you Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibits 171-A to F, both inclusive, for identification, 

and ask you to tell me what they are! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe we can short-cut this 
whole thing. 

Mr. Broun: I will be very glad to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I may ask some questions, I 
think I can cut it short. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, referring 
to Respondents’ Exhibits 171-A to F, both inclusive, for 
identification, which on their face purport to be minutes of 
the General Body meeting of June 29,1936, were they pre¬ 
pared in substantially the same fashion as the ones pre¬ 
viously, that you just told us about! A. Yes. 

Q. Were you present, likewise, when these were dictated 
from the draft of minutes! A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And aside from that, your testimony with respect to 
the preparation of these would be substantially the same 
as you testified! A. That is right, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: You did not finish the statement, as to the 
previous exhibits. 

14388 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. As to 
the previous exhibits. Thank you. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you object to this! 

(Thereupon, the documents referred to were inspected 
by Messrs. Rose and Shawe.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will have a five-minute re¬ 
cess. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7143 j 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the | 
following proceedings were had:) I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

14389 Mr. Broun: You had handed to Mr. Eose the ex¬ 
hibit, I will be glad to ask any further questions on 

the qualifications. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, that is right. Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Bose: I am making the same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, the objections are 
overruled, the document will be received in evidence as— | 

Mr, Broun: Respondents’Exhibits— | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 171-A to what? 

Mr, Broun: F, I think it was, Mr. Examiner, 

Mr, Rose: Of course, I assume that if I had asked the 
same questions I asked concerning the prior exhibit, the 
answers would be the same. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I suppose that is a fair as¬ 
sumption, isn’t it, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Broun: 171-A to F, inclusive, Mr. Examiner, for 
identification, I think they were marked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They will be received as Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibits of the same number. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were re¬ 
ceived in evidence as Respondents’ Exhibit 171-A to F, in¬ 
clusive.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And leave is given to j 

14390 substitute photostats. j 

Mr. Broun: The same as the others? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. I 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you Respon- I 
dents’ Exhibit 174-A for Identification, 174-B for Identifi- | 
cation, 174-C for Identification— 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I would be glad, of 
course, to ask the questions or proceed the way you did on 
the last exhibit, as you wish. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose I do it and I 
think we can make it a little faster. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Williams, Mr. Broun has 
shown you Respondents’ Exhibit 174-A, B, and C for Iden¬ 
tification, which purport to be minutes of a meeting of the 
General Body of February 25,1937; was this document pre¬ 
pared in the same fashion as the two previous documents 
you have told us about? 

The Witness: Yes, they were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And were you present when the 
minutes, the drafted minutes, were dictated to the secre¬ 
tary? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: By either Mr. Roberts or the 
recording secretary, or clerk, whatever he was called 

14391 at that particular time ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, any objection? 

Mr. Broun: Shouldn’t the witness also, Mr. Examiner, 
be asked if he had been asked the same questions substan¬ 
tially with respect to this exhibit as he was with respect 
to the next preceding exhibit, would have answered simi¬ 
larly? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, substantially the same pro¬ 
cedure was followed. 

Mr. Rose: Well, could I have the same stipulation? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "WTiat stipulation? 

Mr. Rose: That if I had asked him the questions— 

Trial Examiner Bloon): That he would have responded 
substantially the same way? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, with reference to the next preceding ex¬ 
hibit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume there is no objection 
to that. 

Mr. Broun: That isn’t a stipulation, I understand it the 
witness says either yes or no to a question, as I understand 
it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is understood if Mr. Rose had 
asked the question, the witness would have responded in the 
same way. 

14392 Mr. Broun; Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection to it? 

Mr. Broun: No. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, the objections are 
overruled, the objections to the documents, 174-A, B and C 
are overruled and the document will be received in evidence 
as Respondents^ Exhibits of the same numbers, with leave 
given to withdraw the exhibits in the same manner as the 
preceding exhibits. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were re¬ 
ceived in evidence as Respondents’ Exhibit 174-A, B and 
C.) 

Mr. Broun: May I have just a moment to check, if you 
don’t mind, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Jones tells me that some 
of the exhibits that I wanted to look at, to make sure if I 
can do anything else with them or not, are not here and I 
understand he can get them in a short time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is ten after five. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry to say I will not be able in any 
case to complete this afternoon. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume you have some cross- 
examination? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

14393 Mr. Broun: Would it be possible to adjourn a 
little early this afternoon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you anything else you 
could do at this point? I thought you might leave that and 
take that up tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Brotin: What I wanted to do was to recheck my 
notes and see where I stood. I know that I have some more 
questions, but I would like to make a check of what I have 
gone over before starting on the final phase. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:10 o’clock p.m., April 6, 1938, the hear¬ 
ing was adjourned until ten o’clock a.m., April 7, 1938.) 
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14398 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

Banquet Boom, Hendler Hotel, 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Thursday, April 7,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10 ;00 o ’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National La¬ 
bor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.), 

Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania), on 
behalf of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at 
Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, Johns¬ 
town, Pennsylvania. 

Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 


14399 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Clare H. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I have asked Mr. Jones to 
let me look at a few of these minutes, it will take perhaps 
a couple of minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Veiw well. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 175-A for Identification and 175-B for Iden¬ 
tification, and ask you if you can tell me what that is. 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A and 175-B for Identifica¬ 
tion were passed to the witness.) 
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Mr. Broun: What does the record show, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth,) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The first two pages? A. That is 
the minutes of the special No. 2 Joint Committee meeting 
held March 1, 1937. 

14400 Q. You were not a member of that committee? A. 
I am not. I was not, rather. 

Q. Do you know whether those minutes were read at 
any General Body meeting? A. Yes, sir, they were. 

Q. Are they meetings subsequent, of course, to the date 
of the Joint Committee meeting, was it the next regular 
meeting or the next special meeting, or what was it? A. 
The next— 

Q. Well, I didn’t mean to make my statement between 
special or regular; what I was trying to find out was 
whether they were read at the next meeting or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of the General Body? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Of the General Body, following 
March 1, 1937? A. No, not at the next meeting, because 
the next General Body meeting, special, was held on March 
1st, following this. 

Q. So they were read at a meeting after that of the Gen¬ 
eral Body, read at a meeting after that? A. Yes, sir, that’s 
right, after— 

14401 Q. Well, do you know whether it was the regular 
course of the business of the General Body at the 

time of that meeting in March and thereafter, and the reg¬ 
ular course of the business of the No. 2 Joint Committee, 
that minutes would be mimeographed and distributed to the 
members of the General Body? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, strike the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know, Mr, Williams, whether 
it was the regular course of the business of the No. 2 Joint 
Committee and of the General Body that minutes should be 
mimeographed and read to the General Body; I refer, of 
course, to minutes of the No. 2 Joint Committee- 
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Mr. Rose: I object to that as calling for a conclusion. 
Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness on the stand is 
the chairman of the General Body, he has testified in detail 
as to the method which was followed at the time of the date 
of this meeting with respect to preparation, reading and 
distribution, as a matter of fact, of minutes of Joint 

14402 Committees, and it seems to me that as the chief of¬ 
ficer of the General Body, he is a perfectly competent 

witness, to testify as to the regular course of business. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were the minutes. Respondents^ Ex¬ 
hibit 175-A and B for Identification, mimeographed and 
read to the General Body in the regular course of its busi¬ 
ness, the business of the No. 2 Joint Committee? 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: The answer is “yes”, I understand? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know whether or not the 
book in which the two exhibits, 175-A and B for Identifica¬ 
tion, is contained, is the original minute book of the No. 2 
Joint Committee? A. Yes, sir. 

14403 Q. I asked you, Mr. Williams, whether you knew 
when you said “yes” is it the original minute-book? 

A. Yes, sir, it is. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examner, I renew my offer of Respon¬ 
dents' Exhibit 175A and B, respectively, for identification, 
comprising a single document as Respondents’ Exhibits 
175-A and B, comprising a single docmnent. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr, Williams, you were not a 
member of the No. 2 Joint Committee during the period of 
March 1,1937? 

The Witness: No, I was not a member of the committee 
although I w’as at that meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you at the No. 2 Joint 
Committee ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you have anything to do 
with the preparation of the minutes of the meeting? 

The Witness: No, sir, I did not. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you present when the min¬ 
utes were prepared by the secretary, recording secretary 
or recording clerk? 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Examiner, I believe that assumes a 
state of facts not in evidence because I think the testimony 
of the witness was that it was sometimes only that 

14404 the recording clerk had anything to do with the 
Joint Committee minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know who prepared the 
minutes of the meeting, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: This meeting you are talking about? 

Mr, Broun: You mean the notes from which it was mim¬ 
eographed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Start in at the beginning. 

Do you know who prepared the original minutes of the 
meeting, if there were any minutes? 

The Witness: The secretary of the committee took min¬ 
utes at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you see those minutes? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beg your pardon? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, those at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You saw the minutes of the 
meeting? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Could I have it read back, because the wit¬ 
ness was talking in a low voice and the street car went by? 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 

14405 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that the 
minutes taken by the recording secretary? 

The Witness: In the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In the meeting? 

The Witness: In the stenographer’s notebook. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; You saw them in the stenog¬ 
rapher’s notebook? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What were the circumstances 
under which you saw the minutes, please? 

The Witness: I sat right on the other side of the sec¬ 
retary when he was writing them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like to have you de¬ 
velop the matter, I didn’t know that Mr. Williams was pres¬ 
ent at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it states right here at the 
top. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t look at the minutes, as a matter of 
fact, I would be glad to develop it myself or have you go 
ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As long as I started I might as 
well finish it, there a;:e just a few points. 

Mr. Broun: Very well, sir. 

14406 Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you were sit¬ 
ting— 

The Witness: Right alongside of him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Right alongside of him? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And did the minutes that he took 
correctly reflect, in your opinion, at that time what went 
on at the meeting? 

The Witness: Yes, they did, at the meeting, yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, after the meeting was 
ended do you know what the recording secretary did with 
the minutes that he—notes or minutes—that he took at the 
meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, lot me say this, please, sir, 
that I want all the facts brought out about the thing, but 
I do think that it should refer to the notes taken in the note¬ 
book, you shouldn’t refer to the notes taken in the note¬ 
book as minutes unless it is understood— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I frankly don’t know what they 
are, that is why I phrased my question “notes or minutes.” 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t understand you to say “notes or 
minutes.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I did. 

Mr. Broun: That is satisfactory. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Didn’t you so under- 

14407 stand, Mr. Williams, that I said notes or minutes ? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Mr, Broun: I didn’t want— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am cognizant of the fact that 
we don’t know just what the material taken by the record¬ 
ing secretary was, that is whether you could say that it 
was either notes or minutes, and I think Mr. Williams may 
be in a position to tell us. 
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Mr. Broun: Yes, and my contention is that the signed 
mimeographed sheets, marked 175-A and B, constitutes the 
minutes of the meeting. I didn’t want by the use of the 
word “minutes” in another connection to have been taken 
to have admitted that that is not the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But as I remarked yesterday, 
these things just don’t drop like manna from heaven, you 
know someone prepares them. 

Mr. Broun: Of course not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So let’s find out how they are 
prepared. 

^fr. Broun: Mr. Williams testified generally about it 
and I hadn’t examined the minutes as I should have to find 
out if he was at the meeting, or I would have asked about 
it myself, so please go ahead and develop it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, after the recording secre¬ 
tary took those notes or minutes—well, this might 

14408 be an appropriate time, Mr. Williams—do you know 
whether he took merely notes and whether he, in 

fact, drafted the minutes at the meeting, as the meeting 
proceeded? 

The Witness: No, I would say that he drafted the min¬ 
utes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At the meeting? 

The Witness: At the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, and you read over those 
minutes after they were prepared, is that right? 

The Witness: After they were prepared then I read 
them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You read them over? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you have anything to do 
with the next step which, from your testimony, I would as¬ 
sume was the preparation of the mimeographed minutes? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was the next time that 
you saw, or rather when was the first time after that time 
that you saw the mimeographed minutes ? 

The Witness: When I received them in the mail, that is 
the inter-plant mail about, T would say, not Inter than two 
to three days. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, when you received 

14409 the mimeographed minutes did you read them over 
carefully? 
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The Witness: Yes, I did, Mr. Bloom. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know whether at that 
time you were of the opinion that the mimeographed min¬ 
utes that you received corresponded with the written min¬ 
utes that you had previously checked over, that is the writ¬ 
ten minutes drafted by the secretary? 

The Witness: Yes, I was satisfied that they wore, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection is overruled. I 
will admit the documents as Respondents’ Exhibits 175-A 
and B, witli the same understanding, that the originals may 
be withdrawn and photostats substituted, and that the re¬ 
porter’s stamp will be placed merely on the photostats. 

(Thereupon, the documents above referred to were 
marked as Respondents’ Exliibits 175-A and B, in evi¬ 
dence.) 

14410 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, I show you a 
statement marked Respondents’ Exhibit No. 173 for Identi¬ 
fication, and ask you to tell me if you know what it is ? A. 
That is the minutes of the No. 2 Standing Committee, held 
February 18, 1937. 

Q. You said No. 2 Standing Committee? A. No. 2 Stand¬ 
ing Committee, yes, sir. 

Q. Were those minutes read at any meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body? A. Yes, sir, the first meeting of the General 
Body after that meeting. 

Q. Which would be the first meeting after February IS, 
1937? A. That is right, of the General Body. 

Q. You were not a member of the No. 2 Standing Com¬ 
mittee at the time? A. I was not. 

Q. Was it the regular course of the business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body and of the No. 2 Standing Committee that minutes 
such as Respondents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification should 
be prepared and read at the General Body meeting or at a 
General Body meeting following the meeting of the com¬ 
mittee which adopted the minutes? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as to the 
form of that question. 

14411 Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry, Mr. Examiner. 

Would you mind having the reporter read the question 
back, please? 

Tri^ Examiner Bloom: Read it back, Mr. Reporter. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, were the minutes, Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 173 for Identification, read at the Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting in the regular course of the business of 
the General Body and of the No. 2 Standing Committee? 

Mr, Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will allow it. 

The Witness; Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you receive a copy of these 
minutes? A. I received three copies of those minutes. 

Q. In the inter-plant delivery service, or mail? A. The 
inter-plant mail; yes, sir. 

Q. Was it the regular course of the business of the Gen¬ 
eral Body and of the committee that that should be done at 
that time? A. That is correct, sir. 

14412 Q. Did you receive them in the regular course of 
the business as a representative, and in the regular 

course of the General Body and of the committee? A. I 
did, sir. 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I renew my offer of Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit No. 173 for Identification as Respondents’ 
Exhibit No. 173. 

Mr. Rose: I make the same objection. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr, Williams, were you 
present at the meeting held on February 18th? I refer to 
the meeting of the No. 2 Standing Committee. A. I was 
not. 

Q. Do you know anything about this document, other than 
that you received a copy of it and that it was approved as 
the minutes of the No. 2 Standing Committee at a meeting 
of the General Body? A. I do not, 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you care to ask any further 
questions? 

Mr. Broun: Just to point this out to you, your last ques¬ 
tion—I believe the testimony is that the minutes of the No. 
2 Standing Committee were read at the General Body meet¬ 
ing as the minutes. I am not certain there is any tes- 

14413 timony that the General Body takes any action to ap¬ 
prove the minutes of the committee. 


I 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us find out. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Were these minutes read 
at the General Body meeting, Mr. Williams? A. Yes, sir, 
they were. 

Q. Were they approved by the General Body in any sense, 
or is that the procedure? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At Standing Committee meetings? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you mean by that that when the minutes of a com¬ 
mittee are road at the General Body, that the General Body 
takes action with respect to the minutes of the committee? 
A. Yes. They can cither accept them or reject them or 
question them. 

Q. Well, has there ever been an instance where minutes 
were rejected? A. No, T'would not say rejected. There has 
been an instance where they have been corrected. 

Q. Ho-w w’ould the correction take place? That is, by the 
General Body? 

Mr. Broun: As I understand the previous testimony, the 
corrections Mr. Williams testified were made in the 
14414 minutes of the meetings of the committees by mem¬ 
bers of the committee, by persons present at the 
meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I understand, Mr. Broun, 
the present testimony is that the minutes might be accepted 
or rejected or changed. He has told us he does not recall 
any instances of rejection. 

Mr. Broun: I believe he said, Mr. Examiner, that that 
was at the General Body meeting. I do not understand that 
he means that that was done at the General Body acting as 
a whole. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us find out. Mr. Williams is 
chairman of the Plan. 

Mr. Broun: Shall I ask the question, or would you care 
to? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will ask them. I am sure that 
'Mr. Williams understands the questions. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You said, I believe, Mr. 
Williams, that sometimes there have been changes made. 
Do you mean that those changes are made at the General 
Body meeting by the members of the committee who cor¬ 
rect their own minutes, or that the changes are made by the 
General Body? That is, in line with Mr. Broun^s sugges¬ 
tions, of course. 
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Mr. Broun: Well, that is my statement, that I under¬ 
stood he testified to. That is correct. 

14415 Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. I am calling the 
statement a suggestion. Mr. Broun prefers to have 

it as a statement, so I will refer to it as a statement. 

Do you understand? 

The Witness: Yes, I think I do. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Just clear it up for us. 
Clear up your statement that the minutes are sometimes 
clianged or corrected or amended, or whatever the term 
was that you used. A. Well, for instance, I recall that a 
set of minutes of a No. 3 Committee were read at the Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting, and a correction was asked in the name 
of ^fr. Burns. They had John Burns instead of Daniel 
Burns. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T recall that set of minutes. I 
think we have that now. 

Mr. Broun: When you said the No. 3 was read, you mean 
minutes of the No. 3 Committee? 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: Do you know the number of that one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 

Mr. Broun: I think it is Board's Exhibit 13. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Here it is— 

Mr. Broun: What exhibit is it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The meeting of April 28, 1937, 
Board's Exhibit No. 38. Here is a meeting of the 

14416 General Body minutes of the meeting of general la¬ 
bor—is there any such thing? 

14417 The Witness: No, that is just an error. It should 
have been General Body. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) It should have been 
General Body? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, it states that attention was called to the fact 
that under the roll call for the No. 3 Standing Committee, 
the name of John J. Burns appears as a member of the 
committee. This should read Daniel Bums? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is that what you have reference to? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did that mistake, and I assume we may call it a mis¬ 
take, appear in any minutes of a meeting of the No. 3 
Standing Committee? A, That is right. They would ap¬ 
pear in the meeting—the upper date there (indicating), 
but it was held— 
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Q. You refer to the niinutcs of the No. 1 Standing Com¬ 
mittee? A. No. 3. 

Q. Held April 28th, 1937 ? A. Yes. 

Q. Which read: “Minutes of No. 1 Standing Committee 
Meeting, Held April 20, 1937, were read and filed.” Do 
I understand then that the General Body meeting of 

14418 April 2Sth corrected the minutes of the No. 3 Stand¬ 
ing Committee held on April 22, 1937 ? A. It called 

for that correction, yes, sir. 

Q. Would you say, Mr. Williams— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, let the reporter read back 
your last question, will you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not make it clear. 

In the meeting of the General Body of April 28th, 1937 
appears this language: “Reading of minutes of Commit¬ 
tee meeting,”—then under that there are, in series, minutes 
of No. 1 Standing Committee, held April 20, 10.'^7; minutes 
of No. 1 Special Standing Committee, held April 27; min¬ 
utes of No. 2 Standing Committee held April 21; minutes of 
No. 3, held April 22—I was taking the top line which con¬ 
fused you. 

^[r. Broun: T was wondering whether yo'U intended to 
say, did the meeting of the General Body approve or make 
the change. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did the General Body 
at the meeting approve the minutes of the No. 3 Standing 
Committee which had previously been held on April 22nd, 
or did the General Body merely order the minutes 

14419 read and filed? A. That is it. They ordered the 
minutes read and filed. 

Q. Would you say the General Body, by such action, ap¬ 
proved the minutes of the Standing Committees which were 
presented to the General Body on April 28th? You are 
not a lawyer, Mr. Williams, but you are chairman of the 
Plan, and I think your interpretation there might be help¬ 
ful. We won’t hold you to it too strictly, though. A. I 
feel that they were approved. 
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Q. And you are definitely of the opinion that it was 
the authority of the General Bodv which corrected the error 
appearing in the minutes of the No. 3 Standing Committee; 
is that correct! 

Mr. Bro-un: The witness said that— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said there is an error in the 
minutes of the No. 3 Standing Committee in that the name 
of John J. Burns appeared as a member on the roll call of 
that meeting, whereas the name should have appeared as 
Daniel Burns, and if I am in error, Mr. Williams, please 
co-rrect me; and it should have read Daniel Burns. That 
the General Body, by action, changed the minutes of the No. 
3 Standing Committee; is that correct? 

14420 Mr. Broun: I did not understand him to say by 
action. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: That is why I wanted to know if you in¬ 
tended to ask the question as to it, because whether it was 
at the General Body meeting the correction was made— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Was the change made 
at the General Body meeting by the No. 3 Standing Com¬ 
mittee, or was the change made at the General Body meet¬ 
ing by the General Body? 

You see, there would be a distinction. If the members of 
the No. 3 Standing Committee were present at a General 
Body meeting and a mistake were called to the attention of 
that committee, it is conceivable that the members of that 
committee would say, “Well, we were in error, and we 
would like to have that changed,” or the other possibility 
would be that the General Body itself made the change. 

Mr. Broun: I would like one suggestion before the wit¬ 
ness answers the question. The change you talked about 
is in a man’s name which, probably, all the members knew. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Oh, certainly. 

Mr. Broun: Wouldn’t we put the question more 

14421 clearly if we assumed a change was one that had to 
do with a statement of something that took place at 

the meeting of the No. 3 or No. 2 Standing Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The Minutes are here them¬ 
selves and call attention to the fact of the roll call of the 
No. 3 Standing Committee. Mr. Williams said that the roll 
call was taken of the No. 3 Standing Committee, which 
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shows the name of John J. Burns. The name of John J. 
Burns appears as a member of the committee. This should 
read Daniel Burns. 

Mr. Broun: I was only making a suggestion, because it 
seemed to me the substance had something to do with it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: My guess would be, if we just 
let the witness tell us about it, he could clear the whole thing 
up in no time at all. 

Mr. Broun: I did not intend to break in and interrupt. 
I suggest you read back your last statement where I in¬ 
terrupted. 

(The reporter repeated the question as follows: 

“Q. Was the change made at the General Body meeting 
by the No. 3 Standing Committee, or was the change made 
at the General Body meeting by the General Body? You 
see, there would be a distinction. If the members of the 
No. 3 Standing Committee were present at a General 

14422 Body meeting and a mistake were called to the at¬ 
tention of that committee, it is conceivable that the 

members of that committee would say, ‘Well, we were in 
error, and we would like to have that change,’ or the other 
possibility would be that the General Body itself made the 
change.”) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Is that clear to you, Mr. 
Williams, what I had in mind by the question, or would you 
care to have me state it over—I will do that. 

The minutes of the meeting of the General Body of April 
28th refer to the fact that there was an error in the minutes 
of the meeting of the No. 3 Standing Committee which had 
previously been held on April 22nd in that one Daniel 
Bunxs was referred to in the minutes as John J. Burns. 

Now, you told us that that error was corrected. The 
question is, was the error corrected by the No. 3 Standing 
Committee at a meeting of the General Body, or was the 
error corrected by action of the Geneal Body itself? 

14423 A. The error would be corrected by the No. 3 Com¬ 
mittee itself on its minutes, but their attention to the 

error was called at the General Body meeting. 

Now, it might have been a member of the committee, or 
it might have been a member of the General Body. I don’t 
recall who mentioned that, but I do recall a member of the 
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No. 3 Committee saying that that was an error. It should 
be Daniel Burns instead of John Burns, and agreed to have 
it corrected, and the minutes were accepted. | 

Q. You say, “were accepted.” Does the General Bodyj 
have to accept the minutes of a committee, either Joint I 
or Standing? A. Do they have to accept them? I 

Q. Yes. In other words, would the minutes of the No. 
3 Standing Committee, let us take those minutes. Would 
those minutes have any legal effect if they were not read 
and filed at a meeting of the General Body? 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Examiner, you used the words “legal 
effect”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Oh, obviously, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams is not a lawyer, but his ideas on this may be of help 
to us. If he has any questions when he leaves here, he 
can take the matter up before the Rules Committee for Su¬ 
preme Court action, but for the time being, his ideas 

14424 may be of some help to us. 

The point in my mind, Mr. Williams, is this: There 
has been some testimony, both in words and substance, that 
the minutes of the various committees were thereafter read 
and, I think, approved at meetings of the General Body. 

What I would like to find out, and I am sure you will tell 
us if you know, is whether or not the General Body has au¬ 
thority to approve the minutes of committee meetings or 
whether it is supposed to approve the minutes, or whether 
they are read at the General Body meetings purely as a 
matter of convenience so the members of the General Body 
will at all times be readily familiar with what goes on at the 
various committee meetings. 

The Witness: My understanding of it is, suppose you 
are secretary of the No. 3 Committee and I am chairman of 
the General Body. Your minutes are ordered read at the 
General Body. You read the minutes. If there is no ob¬ 
jection on the part of the Body, that is the General Body’s 
approval. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Of the minutes of the ! 
committee? A. That is the way I look at it, yes, sir. ! 

Q. Let us assume that the General Body would not 

14425 approve the minutes of any particular committee. 

I don’t know whether that has ever happened or not, 

but let us assume it has happened or it does happen. What 
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would be the status of those minutes, in your opinion, which 
wore not approved by the General Body? Would they still 
be the minutes of the particular committee? A. Yes. They 
still would be the minutes of the committee. 

Q. Well, following through on that, then, the approval 
or disapproval of the General Body is not necessarily con¬ 
trolling or necessary? A. I would say that is about right. 
A committee is just the same as myself as a representative. 
The men vote for me as a representative. Is that correct? 
I am the representative. My actions are—I am speaking for 
those men—then we organize, we have an organization 
meeting. I have a vote as a representative, representing 
those men, and know the duties of each of these committees, 
and I vote for Mr. Smith or Mr. Jones, whoever he might 
be, to represent me on that committee handling wages, 
rules, or whatever it might be, and that is my understand¬ 
ing. 

Q. Do you happen to know whether there is anything in 
the Plan that says anything about approval of committee 
minutes at meetings of the General Body? That, 
14426 frankly, did not recall anything offhand. A. I do 
not think there is. 

Q. You do not think there is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall any, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Well, I do not profess, Mr. Examiner, to 
be able to answer questions right offhand. I do not recall 
anything. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I was just wondering whether 
you recall anything. I may have gotten this whole thing 
off on a tangent, but wo might as well state it. 

Mr. Jones: I think it would be covered by Section 6. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Section 6? 

Mr. Jones: Article 5 on page 11. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, thank you, Mr. Jones. 

My question, Mr. Jones, was directed more to whether 
or not there was any specific provision in the Plan? 

Mr. Jones: Just generally it says “Each committee shall 
provide its own procedure”, or something— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s get back to this offer 
of Respondents’ Exhibit 173. As I understand it, this doc¬ 
ument was read at a General Body meeting as being the 
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minutes of the No. 2 Standing Committee of February 18, 
1237? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

14427 Trial Examiner Bloom: And that these minutes 
were read and approved at a General Body meeting? 

The Witness: That’s correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But that you had no connection 
with the minutes as taken and knew nothing about them 
other than that they were read at a meeting of the General 
Body and that you received copies of them as minutes of 
the meeting? 

The Witness: Before the General Body meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before the General Body meet¬ 
ing? 

The Witness: That’s right, had read them when I re¬ 
ceived them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will reserve ruling on that. 
Is Mr. Horning here? 

Mr. .Jones: I think he is working today, he said yester¬ 
day he expected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, when he comes in I would 
like to ask him just two or three questions about these 
minutes and then I will make a ruling on the offer. 

Mr, Broun: Well, now, Mr, Examiner, does that mean 
that you are going— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: Does that mean that you expect Mr. Horn¬ 
ing to be i)roduc(<l as a witness again for further 

14428 cross-examination? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, not at all, I just 
wanted to ask him certain questions about these minutes 
in the light of Mr. Williams’ testimony. I have reserved 
ruling on the document and I note Mr. Horning’s name is 
here as the secretary and it may be that further examina¬ 
tion might disclose that he knows more about the minutes 
than he indicated the otlier day. 

I don’t know, obviously if he doesn’t care to appear he 
doesn’t have to appear, but if he should happen to be in 
the hearing room— 

Mr. Broun: I was just wondering what your intention 
was as to cross-examination? 



7162 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Trial Exaiainer Bloom: No, I just wanted to ask him 
several questions about these minutes, that would be all. 

Mr. Broun: Because, of course, I say this just to make 
my position clear, you appreciate that I offered the docu¬ 
ment through Mr. Horning and I believed it was qualified 
by him in the first instance. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have no doubt that you be¬ 
lieve that implicitly, Mr. Broun. 

^Ir. Broun: You don’t mind if I look through this and 
find another copy, do you, Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: No. 

14429 Direct Examination ((Continued) 

Q. (By ^Fr. Broun) ^Fr. Williams, I show you Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 172 for Identification and ask you if you 
can tell me what that is, if you know ? 

(Thereupon, Respondents’ Exhibit 172 for Identification 
was passed to the witness.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the date of that? 

The Witness: November— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, that is also a docu¬ 
ment that was shown to Mr. Horning and which there is 
certain testimony about, if I am not much mistaken. 

^Fr. Broun: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, now, Mr. Williams, so 
we can short-cut this— 

^Fr. Broun: As I understand it, Mr. Examiner, I would 
assume that the answers as to that document would l)c 
jjrecisely the same as to the other one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom.: Is that con*ect, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or do you happen to know 
more about this particular document than you know about 
the other? 

The Witness: The same as the other. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would there be the same ob¬ 
jection to it, Mr. Rose? 

14-J30 Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. 

^Fr. Broun: As far as I am concerned, I would be 
glad to stipulate that if the witness were asked substan¬ 
tially the same questions about this document as about the 
other one, the answers would be the same. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection to that 
stipulation ? 

Mr. Rose: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let^s assume that Mr. Broun 
and I will ask Mr. Horning about that document, 

Mr. Broun: I assume you reserve ruling on the offer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I reserve ruling. 

Mr. Broun: I haven’t made the offer, but I do now 
renew the offer of 172 for Identification as 172. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that would be under¬ 
stood. Mr. Broun, do you have any others that you in¬ 
tend to requalify? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, just a minute, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not give him all the num¬ 
bers and I will make the same ruling on them? 

Mr. Broun: The other one, Mr. Examiner, is Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 170 for Identification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was likewise— 

Mr. Broun: Which purports to be and which Mr. 
14431 Horning testified is the minutes of the No. 2 Stand¬ 
ing Committee meeting held June 19, 1936. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, let’s assume also 
that with respect to that one, that Mr. Williams’ answers 
would be the same as those given in respect to 173. 

Mr. Broun: And 172? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 172—that is 171? 

Mr. Broun: No, June 19th is 170, 170. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 170, all right. 

Mr. Broun: And it is understood that I would likewise 
renew the offer on that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, ruling is reserved 
on that offer at this time. Do you want to see that one 
again, too, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: May I, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take a brief re¬ 
cess, about five minutes. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: One further question I neglected to ask, 
Mr. Examiner, with respect to Respondents’ Exhibit in 
Evidence, 175-A and B— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) —which I show you again, 

14432 Mr. Williams, so you will know which one I am 
talking about. 

(Thereupon, Respondents’ Exhibit 175-A and B were 
l)assed to the witness.) 

A. Yes. 

Q. The minutes of March 1st? A. March 1st, ves. 

(X 1937? A. Ves. 

Q. Of the No. 2 Joint Committee? A. That’s right, No. 
2 Joint Committee, held March 1, 1937. 

Q. Arc those minutes accurate, an accurate statement of 
what took place at that meeting? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to as calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, those have been admitted 
as the minutes of the meeting, Mr. Broun, that is a qualify¬ 
ing question. 

'Sir. Broun: Very well, I withdraw the question, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, referring to the min¬ 
utes of the General Body and of the committees and Joint 
Committees at the end of the—I am talking now about the 
minute books containing those minutes—at the end of the 
1937-38 Plan Year which was, as I understand it, 

14433 ^laivh, 19.38, last month, you have testified that they 
were kept by the reeording secretary as to the Gen¬ 
eral Body minutes and by the secretaries of the various 
committeos or .loint Committees in respect to those niin- 
i;tes; what was done about those minutes, or what was 
done with those minutes, if you know, at the end of the 
1937-38 vear ? 

^Ir. Rose: Well, now, that question covers two situa¬ 
tions, I think, ^Ir. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: AVell, first— 

Mr. Rose: ’37-.38 year, there was a question, as I un¬ 
derstand it, that the testimony— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you had better withdraw 
the question. 

IVlr. Broun: T withdraw the question, then, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner. 
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Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) What I want to find out, Wil¬ 
liams, is: you have testified that the recording secretary 
after the change which we have talked about and in the 
1937-38 year kej)t the minute books of the General Body 
and that similarly after the change and thronghout the 
1937-38 year, the secretaries of the Standing Comniittees 
and of the Joint Committees kept the minute books of 
those committees; now, I want to find out at the end of the 
year, March, 1938, if you know, what was done, first 

14434 with the minute books of the General Body ? A. 
They were ordered by myself turned in to the re¬ 
cording secretary, that is, the committee meeting books. 

Q. No, I am talking about the General Body books now. 
You said the recording secretary had the minute books of 
the General Body, forget the committees and Joint Com¬ 
mittees for a minute and talk about the General Body; the 
recording secretary had them, is that right? A. ThaCs 
right. 

Q. Now, what was done with them at the end of the year, 
March *38? A. They were turned over to the newly-elected 
secretary at the reorganization meeting. 

Q. Newly-elected secretary of the General Body? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Not a recording secretary? A. Not a recording sec¬ 
retary, that’s right. 

Q. Now, what was done with the Standing Committee 
minutes, minute books? A. They were turned over to tlie 
secretary of the General Body, newly elected at the reor¬ 
ganization meeting in March, 1938. 

Q. Did each secretary of the committee do that, or some¬ 
one else have them and actually turn them over? A. No, I 
ordered them all turned in to the recording secretary. 

14435 Q. Is that the Standing Committee only, or Stand¬ 
ing and Joint? A. Standing and Joint. 

Q. Both of them? A. That’s right, then I v^ent and 
personally saw that Mr. Brant gave them to Mr. Davis, 
who acts as a temporary chairman at the reorganization 
meeting of the General Body. 

Q. Did Mr. Davis have any office, who is he besides just 
Mr. Davis? A. He was chairman of the No. 1 Standing 
Committee and Mr. Davis— 
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Q. That was the No. 1 Standing Connnitteo for the 1P37- 
38 Year? A. That’s right, and then Mr. Davis, as soon 
as the secretary was elected, turned the books all over to 
him. 

Q. To the secretary of the General Body? A. To the 
seevetarv of the General Bodv. 

Q. The newly-electod secretary, is that it ? A. The ncwly- 
elected secretary is correct. 

Q. "Was it the newly-elected secretary wlio also got the 
General Body minute books? A. That’s right. 

14436 Q. "VVIiat is Mr. Davis’ first name, do you know? 
A. Charles E. 

Q. "Referring. Mr. 'Williams, to the letter which was in¬ 
troduced as an exhibit, Respoiuhmls’ Exhibit 179, wliich 
was the letter purported to be signed by John Ram¬ 
say— A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did any person whom yon knew or thought was a 
representative of the management advise you to do any¬ 
thing with res]>(‘ct to that letter which puri>()rted to come 
from Ramsey? A. No. 

^Ir. Rose: That’s obj(‘cted to as calling for a conc'Iusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Tlie Witness: No, sir. 

{). ( By Broun) Did any such [terson order you to do 
anything with i*esp(‘ct to that letter? 

M]’. Rose: Sanu' objection. 

Ti'ial Examiner I’loom : H(‘ may answer. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

14437 Q. (By Mr. l^roun) Did any such p(*rson suggest 
to you tliat you do anything witli respect to that 

letter? 

^fr. Rose: Sami' objection. 

Trial Examiner I>h>o]n : TTi* may answer. 

Tile Witness: No, sii*. 

Q. (By Ml-. Broun) Did any such person instruct you 
to do anything with respi'ct to that lotter? A. No. sii*. 

Q. Do you know where the entrance to tlu' Wheel Plant 
is? .A. Do I know where the what is? 

Q. Where the entrance to tlie Wheel l^lant is? A. I>\- 
entranci' do you mean the roadway that leads into the 
Wheel Plant as a whole or a certain door into a certain 
place? 
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<j. No, I mean by that the place where you turn off of 
the public highway to go into the Wheel Plant? A. Ves, 
sir, I do. 

Q. Where is (clapboard Run? A. Where is who? 

Q. Clapboard Run ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever hear of it? 

The Witness: I never heard of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T think vou would have a hard 
time telling us where it is, then, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Well, perhaps my pronunciation is 
14438 wrong, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Do you know a i)la(*e called 
Clapboard Run? A. Clapboard Run? 

Q. Yes, Clapboard Run, did you ever hear of that ? A. 1 
never heard the name. 

Q. Well, it doesn’t make any diffei’ence, 1 was just ask¬ 
ing for information. 

The Witness; T have been good on my si)el]ing and l)ad 
on my geography. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will lake—well, take a walk 
around Johnstown some time and catch up on it. brush up 
on it, rather. 

Cb (By 'Slv. Broun) iVFr. AVilliams, did the fact that 
yon were at any time paid by Bethlehem Steel ('oitipany 
and not by the Plan of Em])ioyees’ Reju'esentation at tie- 
fambiaa Plant or by sfuneoiu* etse for tim(‘ sp'.mt l)y n-ou 
when you were confenang with other eni])loyees a! that 
plant or with othei* Repi’osentatives under the Plan or with 
Repr‘'sentativ(‘s of the ma.nagcnnent of tlu* Pambria I’lani 
(>n matters r(‘lating to the employment of yoiirself or any 
one else em))!oyed at that Plant influenc(* you in any wav in 
taking or refT'a’uing from taking any action ladatlng to tiie 
terms or conditions of employment of the employees at any 
tinie at tin* Cambj-ia Plant or any of them? 

1443f) Ml-. Ro<e: That is objected to as calling for a 
conclusion. 

Trial Examiner ]-51oom: Sustained. 

Mr. Join's: AVIiat was tin* ruling, Examin<*r.' 

^^r. Broun: ^fr. Examiner, may T— 

'^rial Examiiu'r l»loom: What did you say? 

Mr. Jones: What was the ruling? 

Mr. Rose: It was sustained. 
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Mv. Broun: I understood you are vacating the ruling 
to allow 1110 to make a statement as to the peidinency of 
the question, if you will, please, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom ; Xo, 1 don't think it is necessary, 
Mr. Broun, these (jnestions are nothing new or novel, they 
have appeared in not only this ease hut in every other ease 
and I think they a:*e the kind of eonclusions that will or 
will not he drawn hy the Board and I don't think the wit¬ 
ness’ expressions on it add anything to the record one 
way or another. 

Mr. Broun: ’Well, sii-, it seems to me that T certainly 
should he permitted to state for you and to state my reasons 
foi' asking tlie questions. 

Trial Examinei' Bloom: tlie question states the 

I'cason. 

Mr. Broun: Tin* reasons why I tliink tliey are 
1444-0 entii'ely ])rop(‘r and that the Board in our 0 ])lnion 
is uiu1(M* a duty to allow us to ask tlu^ questions ;ind 
elicit answei’s to the eliarges in the case— 

Trial Examiner i^Ioom : AVell, certainly T think tlie size 
of the record and tlu‘ amount of t(*stimony ]>ut in hy tlie 
respondents u)) to tills ])oint is amiile evidence that you are 
heing affoi'ded an opportunity to .adduce t(‘stimony. hut 
testimony of a witness to the effect that In* has not heen 
interfered wltli or domin.ated or comved, tliat is the con¬ 
clusions tiiat don't a<i<I anything to the record. 

The facts ar(‘ important, hut I don't think tliat tliat-- 

Mr. Broun: Ex.actly, the facts are Importaid, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Ti*ial Examiner Bhanit: Tluit is not a fact, it is a con¬ 
clusion. It is liko asking Mr. 'Williams whether in Ids 
opinion tin* Blau of Employees' "Retiresentation has Ixaui 
dominated oi* intei‘f(‘red witli or wliether tlie BethleluMn 
Steel ('ftmpanv or Betlihdiem Steel Corporation have con¬ 
tributed financial or other support thereto in blanket terms. 

Xow, that isn't— 

^fr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, since we differ on that, let 
me explain to you why the charges in this case of 
14441 interferenct*. restraint, coercion and <lomination of 
the Plan, that is the charges are interference, re¬ 
straint, coercion and domination, and tlie situation that 
hears on those charges, the situation as regards those 
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charges, with respect to any particular individual em¬ 
ployees’ representative is material. 

It is obvious that a conclusion, as you have stated, must 
l)e drawn by the I^oard from the evidence with i'cs]')ect to 
Those cliarges. It has been adduced as Ijcaring ou tlie issue 
and testimony— 

Trial F^xamiuer Bloom: Well, certain conclusions will 
be di’awu from the evidence. 

Mr. Broun: Of course, and the testimony wl'.icb lias 
already been adduced in the case as to matters which, linve 
bei'u liandled under tile Plan, testimony which you barred 
yesterday, shows— 


Trial Kxamiiier i>Ioom: I did not bar that lestiinouy. 1 
said tliat tliere had been enougli of it. 

I''»rouu : Further testimony. 

Ti'ial Kxamiuci* Pdoom : 'Well, there is a limit, you know. 

Mr. I^rouii: Well, T didn’t mean to imiily that you !md 
barred any lestimony, I was merely referring to llie lading 
that you made y(‘sferday, but it seems to me that tlial testi¬ 
mony, itself, shows that the charges of domination 
14442 .and intmMVrenee can't be tiann The oi'estioii of 
whetlun* or not a particulai* rejirescutative was in- 
t<*rfer(‘d with or restrained or coerced or dominated by the 
eonijiany is C(‘rtainly furtb(‘r imjiortant evidence beaiang 
on lh(‘ issiu' of interfei*ence a.nd i*estraint and eoereion ov 
domination. 

Trial lOxamimn' Bloom: Oh, I (]uit(* agree witli you. 1 
tilin'.' il is vory important, but the <inestion is not in tlio 
tmaiis of tile statute, to asl; a man—it is like in a murder 
trial, you ask him, ‘M)id you eouimit murder?" Well, be 
may not know Just wliat you mean by murder. The eou- 
ejusion ber(*. you see— 

Mr. Broun: Tret’s eousider that, Mr. Kxamimn', let's 
take tin* ''liarge of mui'der, where the charge is that the 
deeeas<-d lias been killed by a bullet fired from a gun. Tin* 
man tliat is cliarged with having fii‘ed the gun can certainly 
testify that be didn't lliink it was loaded, there is nobody 
in the woi*ld tliat can testify— 

Trial Kxamimn* l^loom: 'Well, there are facts tliat may 
or may not go uj) to make murder. Murder is a legal 
eouelns'oii, restraint, eoereion, are legal conelusions, and 
tlu' facts going into the making nj) of those things ai'(‘ 


7170 BRTH. STKKI- CO. KT Al.. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

important and art* tiio tliini^s from which ultimately ecr- 
tain conclusions will probably be drawn, but to have a 
witness answer (]uestions in the terms of the statute, 

14443 I do]i't tliink adds anythin". 

Mr. Broun: ^Ij*. Examiner, the question I ask is 
not in the terms of the statute. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean the language. 

r^Ir. Broun: AVIial T am talking about is proving fads 
and eliciting t(*stimonv as to facts and there is nobodv in 
the world can tell whetliei' or not lie was interfered with 
or restrained or coerced or dominated, the individual him¬ 
self, that is nobody can tell except that individual. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, T disagree with you there, 
an imlividnal. it is conceivable that an individual miglit be 
interfered with, lie might be Coerced, he might be domi¬ 
nated in a gr(‘at many insidious ways, if you want to use 
that word, and never ev<*n know, nevm* even be cognizant 
of tlie fact that he is being dominated or interferi'd with. 

^'et, tlieri* is iiderfei’ciU'c and domination n(‘verth{*h*ss. 

Mr. Broun: Well, T can’t agree with that and at any 
rate it si‘'*ms to me that goes to the weight of the ti'stimony 
of tin* individual, about whether or not he was int(‘rf(‘red 
with oi* dominated or coi'rced, whether or not tin* man wa ^ 
(Iominat(‘d or was inlerf<‘i‘ed with or was coen*ed ov wa> 
restaineil is a fact just as much as any other fact. 

14444 Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course it is a fact, T 
agree with you it is a fact, but there is a question of 

how yon the fa<*t. 

Mr. l^rotm: And, Mi*. Examiner, t(‘stimony about tliat 
fact is e(‘i*tainly directly material in this case. Now, t(*sti- 
mony by a i-cpresi'iitadive as to wheth(*r In* was int(‘rf<*v(*<l 
with or i'(*st eained oi* coerced or dominated is just as jiorti- 
Tient and material in this cas<‘ as testimony in an assault 
case, let us say. 

Ti'ial Examiner Bloom: Xow, what was yonr (piestiom 
.Mr. Bi*onn, would you state it over again, please, and then, 
Mr. Williams, d<m't you answei* for the mouu'ut, ])leaso. 

Tlie Witness: No, T won’t. 

Mr. Broun: Certainly. 

Q. (By ^Ii*. Broun) Did the fact that you wort* at any 
time paid hy Bethlehem Steel (’omjiauy and not hy the 
Plan of Employees’ Representation at the Cambria Plant 
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or by someone else for time spent by you when yon were 
conferring with otiier employees at that Plant or with other 
Representatives under the Plan or with representatives of 
the Management of the Cambria Plant on matters relating 
to the emj)lo\Tnent of yourself or anyone else employed at 
that Plant influence you in any way in taking or re- 
1444.') fraining from taking anv action relating to the terms 
and conditions of employment of the employees at 
any time at the ('’nmbria Plant or any of them? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Jones: Could the record show an exception for the 
Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Tt could. 

Ml’. Broun: You pi’eclude me, Mr. Examiner, fi’om ar¬ 
guing further? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, T think— 

!\rr. Broun: T was just going to make one further state¬ 
ment, |)leaso, sir. lhat where the state of a man’s mind is 
materia.l, or where the things that a man does, because of 
his state of mind, are material, then that state of mind 
b(‘Comes a fact, is a fact, of course, and evidence as to what 
the state of mind was is material to the issues: that the 
things that he did are material, too. and therefore t(»sti- 
mony by the man himself :is to what his state of mind was 
is testiniony as to a fact and is material, competent and 
relevant testimony as to the fact. 

Xow, T, of course, don't deny for a moment that other 
testimon>’ cannot be considered in weighing that testimony 
by the man as to his state of mind, but T do say that it is 
admissible and a proper question. 

144-4f) Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands. 

^Ir. Bi’oun: 'Well, now, ^fr. Examiner. T have 
(iuit(* a number of questions. 

Ti’ial Examiner Bloom: T assumed as much. 

Ml’. Ib’oun ; They are <iuite similar to the question which 
you have sustained an objection to and T assume that the 
Pact that the Board objected to the one, T just assume that 
the Board would object to them all. T would, however, like 
the record to show that the questions were asked, I would 
like to a<k the questions, but T don’t want, if your ruling is 
going to be the sanu* on each question, to needlessly lake 
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up the time of the hearin^:, so that 1 would bo very glad to 
submit the questions to you— 

Trial p]xiHniner Bloom: May I see them? 

Mr. Broun: I wtjuld like to have you look them over 
and have the Board look at them and then if you feel that 

vour rulinii* is the same—I would like to have tin* Board’s 

* 

counsel look at them—and if von feel that vour rulint*’ is 
the same on all of th.em, lot the questions be set forth, and 
be understood that they are objected to and that you sus¬ 
tained the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: T, of course, do that for the purpose of 
saving time. 

14447 Trial Examiner Bloom: It sounds like a very 
sensible j)rocedure, Mr. Broun. 

.Mr. Broun: Just a second, so that wo can get copies. 
Trial Examimu* Bloom: Is that the t»nd of yoni’ direct.' 
^Ir, Broun: Just one oi* two V(M'y short thi!ig>=* sir. 
Trial Exaii'imu* Bloo^>i; This is going to take about ten 
or fifteen minutes, so we will take a short recess. 

(Theivuqxm, a shoi'1 !*ec<'ss was t;ik(‘n, aft(u* wld^di pro¬ 
ceedings weio resumed as follows:) 

Trial ExamiiuM* f*>loom: Oji the record. 

T!ie 1 ' 1 ‘spondents have exlubite<l to me ami to conns<‘I for 
the Boai'd and counsel for the intervenei' a seri(‘s of one 
liinuii'cd and si.xly-eight (l(iS) (juestions, is that con'('ct, 
Mr. Broun.’ 

Mr. Br(um : I think s(t, Mr. hlxaminer, in one instant 1 
can tell yon. That's rigiil. 

Trial Exmnim'r Bloom: 1 am of tin* opinion-- 
Mr. B>r{*n}i: That includes. Mr, Exatniner, tin* qnosti()n 
whi<*h I asked and to winch objection \vas sustaim*<I. 

Trial Exmaincn* l^loom: Including the question which 
has already !)cen asked of Mr. Williams and, as Mr. Ilronn 
has stated, to which an objection has h<*en sustained, leaving 
om* hundriMl and sixty-si*\‘en tiiuvstions. 

I am of tlu‘ opinioi! that the ohjecti<ni to tin- r*'- 
1444S maining one hundivd and sixty-sev(*n questions is 
likt'wist* well-founded and I hereby sustain them. 

In order to facilitate matters, the one hum!ia-d and sixty- 
s(*ven tpiestions will he set forth in the record just as 
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though Mr. Broun had propounded them to the witness 
and by way of an offer of proof from the respondents it is 
understood that if the witness had been permitted to an¬ 
swer these questions, he would have answered them all 
negatively. 

Is that agreeable, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: That is agreeable. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is further understood tliat 
with i-espect to the last twenty-four questions of the series, 
that prior to having asked these (jiiestions of the witness, 
that Mr. Broun would have explained what he meant by 
tile tei'nis— 

Mr. Broun: The term. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The term— 

Mr. Broun: A person acting in a snpervisoiy capa(*Ify. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : Thank you. And the defmilioii 
will appeal* just prior to the first (piestion which will be 
listed by tin* rei^orter. 

^Ir. Bi’oun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner I^loom: Off the reeoi'd. 

14449 (Tl'ere was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

It is further nn<h*rstood that Mr. Bronn's reasons as 
stated in comu'ction with tin* first (pu^stion asked of IMr. 
Williams, to wliich an obj<*ction h;is he(*n sustaiiu'd, ai)]»]y 
also to the (ttlier on<* hundred and sixty-seven <]nes1ions. 

Mr. Broun: The reasons being, of course, substantially 
the same. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Vi^s. and It is lik<*wise und(‘i*- 
stoo<l that tin* various ollun* <liscussion had among counstd 
and 1h(‘ Trial Kxaminer would a])i)ly with equal force to 
the otlier (piestions. 

It is also imd(*rstood that the intervener lias an excep¬ 
tion to tlie ruling mad(* with r<‘s]>(M't. not only to the <iues- 
tions ])ro])onnd(‘d to Mr. Williams, but to the other one 
liuu<lre<l and sixty-sevcm (juestions. Is that agreeable:' 

Mr. JoiU's: That is coi*rect. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

/Tlnn-f was a dis(.*ussion off the record.) 

(The folbtwing qin*stions are herewith incorporated ac¬ 
cording to instructions above set forth:) 
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14450 Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by 
Bethlehem Steel Company and not by the Plan of 

Employees’ Eepresentation at the Cambria Plant or by 
someone else for time spent by you when you were confer¬ 
ring; with other employees at that Plant or with other Rep¬ 
resentatives mider the Plan or with representatives of the 
^lanagement of the Cambria Plant on matters relating to 
the employment of yourself or anyone else employed at that 
Plant influence you in any way in taking or refraining from 
taking any action relating to the terms or conditions of em¬ 
ployment of the employees at any time at the Cambria Plant 
or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan of Employees’ 
Representation at the Cambria Plant or by someone else for 
time spent by you when you were conferring with other 
employees at that Plant or with other Representatives un¬ 
der the Plan or with representatives of the Management of 
the Cambria Plant on matters relating to the employment 
of yourself or anyone else employed at that Plant influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion relating to the formation or the amendment of the 
Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan of Em- 

14451 ployees’ Representation at the Cambria Plant or by 
someone else for time spent by you when you were 

conferring with other employees at that Plant or with other 
Representatives under the Plan or with representatives of 
the Management of the Cambria Plant on matters relating 
to the employment of yourself or anyone else employed at 
that Plant influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the administration of or 
to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company and not by the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation at the Cambria Plant or by someone else for 
time spent by you when you were conferring with other em¬ 
ployees at that Plant or with other Representatives under 
the Plan or with representatives of the Management of the 
Cambria Plant on matters relating to the employment of 
yourself or anyone else employed at that Plant influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac- 
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tioii relating to self-organization of such employees or any 
of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or other 
mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan of Employees’ 
Representation at the Cambria Plant or by someone else for 
time spent by you when you were conferring with 

14452 other employees at that Plant or with other Repre¬ 
sentatives under the Plan or with representatives of 

the Management of the Cambria Plant on matters relating 
to the employment of yourself or anyone else employed at 
that Plant influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the engaging by such 
employees or any of them in concerted activities for such 
purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company and not by the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation at the Cambria Plant or by someone else for 
time spent by you when you were conferring with other 
employees at that Plant or with other Representatives un¬ 
der the Plan or with representatives of the Management of 
the Cambria Plant on matters relating to the employment 
of yourself or anyone else employed at that Plant influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion relating to the bargaining collectively by such em¬ 
ployees or any of them through representatives of their 
own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in attending meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the terms or conditions 
of employment of the employees at any time at the 

14453 the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by 
Bethlehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by some¬ 
one else for time spent by you in attending meetings held 
under the Plan influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the formation 
or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in attending meetings held un- 
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der the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refrain¬ 
ing from taking any action relating to the administration of 
or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in attending meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to self-organization of such 
employees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining 
collectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone else 
for time spent by you in attending meetings held under the 
Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 

14454 from taking any action relating to the engaging by 
such employees or any of them in concerted activities 

for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that you were at any time paid by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in attending meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the bargaining collec¬ 
tively by such employees or any of them through represen¬ 
tatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in working on nominations and 
elections influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the terms or conditions 
of emplojTnent of the employees at any time at the Cambria 
Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in working on nominations and 
elections influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the formation or the 
amendment of the Plan ? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by 

14455 someone else for time spent by you in working on 
nominations and elections influence you in any way 

in taking or refraining from taking any action relating to 
the administration of or to operaton under the Plan? 
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Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in working on nominations and 
elections influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to self-organization of such 
employees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining col¬ 
lectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in working on nominations and 
elections influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the engaging by such 
employees or any of them in concerted activities for such 
purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in working on nominations and 
elections influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the bargaining collec¬ 
tively by such employees or any of them through 
14456 representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company 
and not the Plan or someone else furnished a dinner without 
charge to those who attended the Annual Conferences and 
paid you and other employees for time spent there influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion relating to the terms or conditions of employment of 
the employees at any time at the Cambria Plant or any of 
them ? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished a dinner without charge 
to those who attended the Annual Conferences and paid you 
and other employees for time spent there influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished a dinner without charge 
to those who attended the Annual Conferences and paid you 
and other employees for time spent there influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to the administration of or to operation under the 
Plan? 
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Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished a dinner without charge 
to those who attended the Annual Conferences and 

14457 paid you and other employees for time spent there in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or" refraining from 

taking any action relating to self-organization of such em¬ 
ployees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining col¬ 
lectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished a dinner without 

14458 charge to those who attended the Annual Confer¬ 
ences and paid you and other employees for time 

spent there influence you in any way in taking or refrain¬ 
ing from taking any action relating to the engaging by such 
employees or any of them in concerted activities for such 
purpose ? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished a dinner without charge 
to those who attended the Annual Conferences and paid you 
and other employees for time spent there influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to the bargaining collectively by such employees or 
any of them through representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in connection with any action 
taken by you under the Plan influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
terms or conditions of employment of the employees at any 
time at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in connection with any action 
taken by you under the Plan influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating 

14459 to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by 
Bethlehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by some¬ 
one else for time spent by you in connection with any action 
taken by you under the Plan influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
administration of or to operation under the Plan? 
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Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in comiection with any action 
taken by you under the Plan influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating to self- 
organization of such employees or any of the for the pur¬ 
pose of bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or pro¬ 
tection? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in connection with any ac- 

14460 tion taken by you under the Plan influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion relating to the engaging by such employees or any of 
them in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that you were paid at any time by Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not by the Plan or by someone 
else for time spent by you in connection with any action 
taken by you under the Plan influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
bargaining collectively by such employees or any of them 
through representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that representatives of the Management 
of Bethlehem Steel Company were at any time present at 
any Annual Conference or meeting of any Coniiuittee, Joint 
Committee, or the General Body under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion relating to the terms or conditions of employment of 
the employees at any time at the Cambria Plant or any of 
them? 

Q. Did the fact that representatives of the Management 
of Bethlehem Steel Company were at any time present at 
any Annual Conference or meeting of any Committee, Joint 
Committee, or the General Body under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 

14461 any action relating to the formation or the amend¬ 
ment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that representatives of the Management 
of Bethlehem Steel Company were at any times present at 
any Annual Conference or meeting of any Committee, Joint 
Committee, or the General Body under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
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action relating to the administration of or to operation 
under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that representatives of the Management 
of Bethlehem Steel Company were at any time present at 
any Annual Conference or meeting of any Committee^ 
Joint Committee, or the General Body under the Plan 
influence you in any way in taking or refraining from tak-. 
ing any action relating to self-organization of such employ¬ 
ees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively' 
or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that representatives of the Management 
of Bethlehem Steel Company were at any time present at 
any Annual Conference or meeting of any Committee, Joint 
Committee, or the General Body under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the engaging by such employees or any 
of them in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that representatives of the Man- 
14462 agement of Bethlehem Steel Company were at any 
time present at any Annual Conference or meeting 
of any Committee, Joint Couimittee, or the Genei'al Body 
under the Plan influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the bargaining 
collectively by such employees or any of them through rep¬ 
resentatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and 
of the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on property of Bethlehem Steel Company without 
charge to the Plan influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the terms 
or conditions of emplojunent of the employees at any time 
at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and of 
the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on property of Bethlehem Steel Company without 
charge to the Plan influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the formation 
or the amendment of the Plan ? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and 
of the various committees under the Plan w’ere at any time 
held on property of Bethlehem Steel Company without 
charge to the Plan influence you in any way in taking or 
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refraining from taking any action relating to the 

14463 administration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body | 
and of the various committees under the Plan were at any i 
time held on property of Bethlehem Steel Company without j 
charge to the Plan influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to self-organi¬ 
zation of such employees or any of them for the purpose of 
bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and of | 
the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on property of Bethlehem Steel Company without 
charge to the Plan influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the engaging 
by such employees or any of them in concerted activities for 
such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and 
of the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on property of Bethlehem Steel Company without 
charge to the Plan influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the bargain¬ 
ing collectively by such employees or any of them through 
representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and 
of the various committees under the Plan were at 

14464 any time held on the property of Bethlehem Steel 
Company instead of off such property influence you 

in any way in taking or refraining from taking any action 
relating to the terms or conditions of employment of the 
employees at any time at the Cambria Plant or any of 
them? 

Q, Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and 
of the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on the property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
of off such property influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the forma¬ 
tion or the amendment of the Plan ? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and 
of the various committees under the ^lan wer^' at any time 
held on the property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
of off such property influence you in any way in taking or 
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refraining from taking any action relating to the adminis¬ 
tration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and of 
the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on the property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
of off such property influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to self-organiza¬ 
tion of such employees or any of them for the purpose of 
bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or protec¬ 
tion? 

14465 Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body 
and of the various committees under the Plan were 

at any time held on the property of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany instead of off such property influence you in any way 
in taking or refraining from taking any action relating to 
the engaging by such employees or any of them in concerted 
activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that meetings of the General Body and of 
the various committees under the Plan were at any time 
held on the property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
of off such property influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the bargain¬ 
ing collectively by such employees or any of them through 
representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that nominations and elections held under 
the Plan were at any time held on the property of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company instead of off such property influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any ac¬ 
tion relating to the terms or conditions of employment of 
the employees at any time at the Cambria Plant or any of 
them? 

Q. Did the fact that nominations and elections held un¬ 
der the Plan were at any time held on the propei'ty of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company instead of off such property influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 

14466 any action relating to the formation or the amend¬ 
ment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that nominations and elections held un¬ 
der the Plan were at any time held on the property of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company instead of off such property influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
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action relating to the administration of or to operation un¬ 
der the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that nominations and elections held under 
the Plan were at any time held on the property of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company instead of off such property influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to self-organization of such employees or 
any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or 
other mutual aid or protection ? 

Q. Did the fact that nominations and elections held un¬ 
der the Plan were at any time held on the property of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company instead of off such property influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the engaging by such employees or any 
of them in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that nominations and elections held un¬ 
der the Plan were at any time held on the property of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company instead of off such property 
14467 influence you in any way in taking or refraining from 
taking any action relating to the bargaining col¬ 
lectively by such employees or any of them through repre¬ 
sentatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time provided one or more 
rooms for use as headquarters of the Plan influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to the terms or conditions of employment of the em¬ 
ployees at any time at the Cambria Plant or any of them? i 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not | 
the Plan or someone else at any time provided one or more j 
rooms for use as headquarters of the Plan influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time provided one or more 
rooms for use as headquarters of the Plan influence you 
in any way in taking or refraining from taking any action 
relating to the administration of or to operation under the 
Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time provided one or more 
rooms for use as headquarters of the Plan influence 
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14468 you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to self-organization of such em¬ 
ployees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining col¬ 
lectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time provided one or more 
rooms for use as headquarters of the Plan influence you 
in any way in taking or refraining from taking any action 
relating to the engaging by such employees or any of them 
in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time provided one or more 
rooms for use as headquarters of the Plan influence you in 
any way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to the bargaining collectively by such employees or 
any of them through representatives of their own choos¬ 
ing? 

Q. Did the fact that the headquarters of the Plan were 
located on property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead of 
off such property influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the terms or 
conditions of employment of the empioj’ees at any time at 
the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q, Did the fact that the headquarters of the Plan were 
located on property of Bethlehem Steel Company 

14469 instead of off such property influence you in any way 
in taking or refraining from taking any action relat¬ 
ing to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that the headquarters of the Plan were 
located on property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
of off such property influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the adminis¬ 
tration of or to operation under the Plan ? 

Q. Did the fact that the headquarters of the Plan were 
located on property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
of off such property influence you in any way in taking 
or refraining from taking any action relating to self-or¬ 
ganization of such employees or any of them for the pur¬ 
pose of bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or pro¬ 
tection? 

Q. Did the fact that the headquarters of the Plan were 
located on property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead 
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of off such property influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the engaging 
by such employees or any of them in concerted activities for 
such purpose? 

Q, Did the fact that the headquarters of the Plan were 
located on property of Bethlehem Steel Company instead of 
off such property influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the bar- 

14470 gaining collectively by such employees or any of 
them through representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that at any time the printing or type¬ 
writing of notices, ballots and other printed or typewritten 
material for use in connection with nominations and elec¬ 
tions held under the Plan were done at the expense of 
Bethlehem Steel Company and not of the Plan or of some¬ 
one else and the fact that all other materials that were used | 
in connection with the holding of such nominations and elec- | 
tions in any year were furnised by that Company and not 
by the Plan or by someone else influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
terms or conditions of employment of the employees at any 
time at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that at any time the printing or type¬ 
writing of notices, ballots and other printed or typewritten 
material for use in connection with nominations and elec¬ 
tions held under the Plan were done at the expense of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not of the Plan or of someone 
else and the fact that all other materials that were used in 
connection with the holding of such nominations and elec¬ 
tions in any year were furnished by that Company and not 
by the Plan or by someone else influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating 

14471 to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that at any time the printing or 
typewriting of notices, ballots and other printed or type¬ 
written material for use in connection with nominations 
and elections held under the Plan were done at the expense 
of Bethlehem Steel Company and not of the Plan or of 
someone else and the fact that all other materials that were 
used in connection with the holding of such nominations and i 
elections in any year were furnished by that Company and ! 
not by the Plan or by someone else influence you in any 1 
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way in taking or refraining from taking any action relating 
to the administration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that at any time the printing or type¬ 
writing of notices, ballots and other printed or typewritten 
material for use in connection -with nominations and elec¬ 
tions held under the Plan were done at the expense of Beth¬ 
lehem Steel Company and not o-f the Plan or of someone 
else and the fact that all other materials that were used in 
connection with the holding of such nominations and elec¬ 
tions in any year were furnished by that Company and not 
by the Plan or by someone else influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating 

14472 to self-organization of such employees or any of 
them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or 

other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that at any time the printing or typewrit¬ 
ing of notices, ballots and other printed or typewritten ma¬ 
terial for use in connection with nominations and elections 
held under the Plan were done at the expense of Bethlehem 
Steel Company and nut of the Plan or of someone else and 
the fact that all other materials that were used in connec¬ 
tion with the holding of such nominations and elections in 
any year were furnished by that Company and not by the 
Plan or by someone else influence you in any way in taking 
or refraining from taking any action relating to the engag¬ 
ing by such employees or any of them in concerted activi¬ 
ties for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that at any time the printing or typewrit¬ 
ing of notices, ballots and other printed or typewritten ma¬ 
terial for use in connection with nominations and elections 
held under the Plan were done at the expense of Bethlehem 
Steel Company and not of the Plan or of someone else and 
the fact that all other materials that were used in connection 
with the holding of such nominations and elections in any 
year were furnished by that Company and not by the Plan 
or by someone else influence you in any way in taking 

14473 or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
bargaining collectively by such employees or any of 

them through representatives of their own choosing? 

Q, Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company furnished 
voting lists for use at nominations and elections held under 
the Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking 
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or refraining from taking any action relating to the terms 
or conditions of employment of the employees at any time 
at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company furnished 
voting lists for use at nominations and elections held under 
the Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the formation 
or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company furnished 
voting lists for use at nominations and elections held under 
the Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the adminis¬ 
tration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company furnished 
voting lists for use at nominations and elections held under 
the Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to self-organi¬ 
zation of such employees or any of them for the purpose of 
bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or pro- 
14474 tection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company 
furnished voting lists for use at nominations and elections 
held under the Plan in any year influence you in any way in 
taking or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
engaging by such employees or any of them in concerted 
activities for such purpose? 

Q. .Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company furnished 
voting lists for use at nominations and elections held under 
the Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the bargain¬ 
ing collectively by such employees or any of them through 
representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else paid for transportation and labor j 
in connection with the setting up of voting places within j 
the Plant for nominations and elections held under the Plan 
in any year influence you in any way in taking or refrain¬ 
ing from taking any action relating to the terms or condi¬ 
tions of employment of the employees at any time at the 
Cambria Plant or any of them? ! 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not ! 
the Plan or someone else paid for transportation and labor | 
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in connection with the setting up of voting places within the 
Plant for nominations and elections held under the 

14475 Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking 
or refraining from taking any action relating to the 

formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else paid for transportation and labor 
in connection with the setting up of voting places within 
the Plant for nominations and elections held under the Plan 
in any year influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the administration of or 
to operation und<M’ the Plan 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else paid for transportation and labor 
in connection with the setting up of voting places within the 
Plant for nominations and elections held under the Plan in 
any year influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to self-organization of such 
employees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining 
collectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else paid for transportation and labor 
in connection with the setting up of voting places within 
the Plant for nominations and elections held under the Plan 
in any year influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the engaging by 

14476 such employees or any of them in concerted activities 
for such ])urpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else paid for transportation and labor 
in connection with the setting up of voting places "within 
the Plant for nominations and elections held under the 
Plan in any year influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the bargaining 
collectively by such employees or any of them through rep¬ 
resentatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time mimeographed or paid 
for the mimeographing of minutes of meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the terms or conditions 
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of employment of the employees at any time at the Cambria 
Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time mimeographed or paid 
for the mimeographing of minutes of meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the formation or the 
amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time mimeographed 

14477 or paid for the mimeographing of minutes of meet¬ 
ings held under the Plan influence you in any way in 

taking or refraining from taking any action relating to the 
administration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time mimeographed or 
paid for the mimeographing of minutes of meetings held 
under the Plan influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to self-organiza¬ 
tion of such employees or any of them for the purpose of 
bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time mimeographed or paid 
for the mimeographing of minutes of meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the engaging by such 
emidoyees or any of them in concerted activities for such 
purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time mimeographed or paid 
for the mimeographing of minutes of meetings held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the bargaining collec¬ 
tively by such employees or any of them through rep- 

14478 resentatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company 
and not the Plan or someone else at any time paid for the 
time of a stenographer or a clerk who took notes at meet¬ 
ings held under the Plan and used them in writing up 
minutes of such meetings influence you in any way in taking 
or refraining from taking any action relating to the terms 



7190 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

or conditions of employment of the employees at any time 
at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did tlie fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time paid for the time of a 
stenographer or a clerk who took notes at meetings held 
under the Plan and used them in writing up minutes of 
such meetings influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the formation 
or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time paid for the time of 
a stenographer or a clerk who took notes at meetings held 
under the Plan and used them in writing up minutes of 
such meetings influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining fro!n taking any action relating to the administra¬ 
tion of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time paid for the 
14479 time of a stenographer or a clerk who took notes at 
meetings held under the Plan and used them in writ¬ 
ing up minutes of such meetings influence you in any way 
in taking or refraining from taking any action relating to 
self-organization of such employees or any of them for the 
purpose of bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or 
protection ? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time paid for the time of a 
stenographer or a clerk who took notes at meetings held 
under the Plan and used them in writing up minutes of 
such meetings influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the engaging 
by such employees or any of them in concerted activities 
for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time paid for the time of 
a stenographer or a clerk who took notes at the meetings 
held under the Plan and used them in writing up minutes 
of such meetings influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the bargain¬ 
ing collectively by such employees or any of them through 
representatives of their own choosing? 
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Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company at any 
time permitted minutes of meetings to be delivered 

14480 through the inter-plant delivery service at the Cam¬ 
bria Plant influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the terms or 
conditions of employment of the employees at any time at 
the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company at any 
time permitted minutes of meetings to be delivered through 
the inter-plant delivery service at the Cambria Plant in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the formation or the amendment of 
the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company at any 
time permitted minutes of meetings to be delivered through 
the inter-plant delivery service at the Cambria Plant in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the administration of or to operation 
under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company at any 
time permitted minutes of meetings to be delivered through 
the inter-plant delivery service at the Cambria Plant in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to self-organization of such employees 
or any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively 
or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company 

14481 at any time permitted minutes of meetings to be 
delivered through the inter-plant delivery service at 

the Cambria Plant influence you in any way in taking or 
refraining from taking any action relating to the engaging 
by such employees or any of them in concerted activities for 
such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company at any 
time permitted minutes of meetings to be delivered through 
the inter-plant delivery service at the Cambria Plant in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the bargaining collectively by such 
employees or any of them through representatives of their 
own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that minutes of meetings held under the 
Plan were at any time posted on bulletin boards in the 
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Cambria Plant influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the terms or 
conditions of employment of the employees at any time at 
the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that minutes of meetings held under the 
Plan were at any time posted on bulletin boards in the 
Cambria Plant influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the formation 
or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that minutes of meetings held 

14482 under the Plan were at any time posted on bulletin 
boards in the Cambria Plant influence you in any 

way in taking or refraining from taking any action relating 
to the administration of or to operation under the Plan ? 

Q. Did the fact that minutes of meetings held under the 
Plan were at any time posted on bulletin boards in the 
Cambria Plant influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to self-organiza¬ 
tion of such employees or any of them for the purpose of 
bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that minutes of meetings held under the 
Plan were at any time posted on bulletin boards in the 
Cambria Plant influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the engaging 
by such employees or any of them in concerted activities 
for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that minutes of meetings held under the 
Plan were at any time posted on bulletin boards in the 
Cambria Plant influence you in any way in taking or re¬ 
fraining from taking any action relating to the bargaining 
collectively by such employees or any of them through 
representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan at any time printed or paid for the printing 

14483 of schedules of meetings to be held under the Plan 
influence you in any way in taking or refraining 

from taking any action relating to the terms or condi¬ 
tions of employment of the employees at any time at the 
Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and 
not the Plan at any time printed or paid for the printing 
of schedules of meetings to be held under the Plan influence 
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you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the formation or the amendment of the 
Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan at any time printed or paid for the printing of 
schedules of meetings to be held under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the administration of or to operation 
under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan at any time printed or paid for the printing of 
schedules of meetings to be held under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to self-organization of such employees or 
any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or 
other mutual aid or orotection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and 
14884 not the Plan at any time printed or paid for the 
printing of schedules of meetings to be held under 
the Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the engaging by such 
employees or any of them in concerted activities for such 
purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan at any time jminted or paid for the printing of 
schedules of meetings to be held under the Plan influence 
you in any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the bargaining collectively by such em¬ 
ployees or any of them through representatives of their 
own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time printed the Plan 
influence you in any way in taking or refraining from 
taking any action relating to the terms or conditions of 
employment of the employees at any time at the Cambria 
Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time printed the Plan in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the formation or the amendment of 
the Plant 
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Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and 

14485 not the Plan or someone else at any time printed the 
Plan influence you in any way in taking or refraining 

from taking any action relating to the administration of or 
to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time printed the Plan 
influence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to self-organization of such employees 
or any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively 
or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time printed the Plan in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the enga.ging by such employees or 
any of them in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else at any time printed the Plan in¬ 
fluence you in any way in taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the bargaining collectively by such 
employees or any of them through representatives of their 
own choosing? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished all stationery and other 
supplies that were used by the Plan influence you in 

14486 any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the terms or conditions of em¬ 
ployment of the employees at any time at the Cambria 
Plant or anv of them? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished all stationery and other 
supplies that were used by the Plan influence you in any 
way in taking or refraining from taking any action relating 
to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished all stationery and other 
supplies that were used by the Plan influence you in any 
way in taking or refraining from taking any action relating 
to the administration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished all stationery and other 
supplies that were used by the Plan influence you in any 
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way in taking or refraining from taking any action re¬ 
lating to self-organization of such employees or any of 
them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or other 
mutual aid or protection ? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished all stationery and other 
supplies that were used by the Plan influence you in 

14487 any way in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the engaging by such employees 

or any of them in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did the fact that Bethlehem Steel Company and not 
the Plan or someone else furnished all stationery and other 
supplies that were used by the Plan influence you in any 
way in taking or refraining from taking any action relating 
to the bargaining collectively by such employees or any of 
them through representatives of their own choosing? 

Mr. Broun: When I use the phrase “a person acting 
in a supervisory capacity” I mean a person having au¬ 
thority on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Company to contract 
or arrange for emplojTnent; or to terminate employment; 
or to discipline an employee of that Company for poor 
workmanship, or for any other reason; or to fix or agree 
upon wages or hours of work or working conditions; or to 
schedule an employee of that company for work. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did anyone who you knew or thought 
was a representative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was 
acting in a supervisory capacity for that Company ever in 
any way interfere with you in taking or refraining from 
taking any action relating to the terms or conditions of 
employment of the employees at any time at the Cambria 
Plant or any of them? 

14488 Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a 
representative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was 

acting in a supervisory capacity for that Company ever in 
any way interfere with you in taking or refraining from 
taKng any action relating to the formation or the amend¬ 
ment of the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
interfere with you in taking or refraining from taking any 
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action relating to the administration of or to operation 
under the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any v.'ay 
interfere wnth you in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to self-organization of such employees or 
any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or 
other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
interfere with you in taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the engaging by such employees or any 
of them in concerted activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a 

14489 representative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was 
acting in a supervisory capacity for that Company 

ever in any way interfere with you in taking or refraining 
from taking any action relating to the bargaining col¬ 
lectively by such employees or any of them through repre¬ 
sentatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
restrain you from taking or in taking any action relating 
to the terms or conditions of employment of the employees 
at any time at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
restrain you from taking or in taking any action relating 
to the formation or the amendment of the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
restrain you from taking or in taking any action relating 
to the administration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any 

14490 way restrain you from taking or in taking any action 
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relating to self-organization of such emi:)loyees or 
any of them for the purpose of bargaining collectively or 
other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
restrain you from taking or in taking any action relating 
to the engaging by such employees or any of them in con¬ 
certed activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
restrain you from taking or in taking any action relating 
to the bargaining collectively by such employees or any of 
them through representatives of their own choosing? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
coerce you into taking or in taking any action relating to 
the terms or conditions of employment of the employees at 
any time at the Cambria Plant or any of them? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any 
14491 way coerce you into taking or in taking any action 
relating to the formation or the amendment of the 

Plan? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
coerce you into taking or in taking any action relating to 
the administration of or to operation under the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone vrho you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
coerce you into taking or in taking any action relating to 
self-organization of such employees or any of them for the 
purpose of bargaining collectively or other mutual aid or 
protection ? 

C^. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
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coerce you into taking or in taking any action relating to 
the engaging by such employees or any of them in concerted 
activities for such purpose? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisoiw capacity for that Company ever in any way 
coerce you into taking or in taking any action relating to 
the bargaining collectively by such employees or any 

14492 of them through representatives of their own choos¬ 
ing? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any •way 
dominate you in or into taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the terms or conditions of employ¬ 
ment of the employees at any time at the Cambria Plant or 
any of them? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
dominate you in or into taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the formation or the amendment of 
the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a represen¬ 
tative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a super¬ 
visory capacity for that Company ever in any way domi¬ 
nate you in or into taking or refraining from taking any 
action relating to the administration of or to operation 
under the Plan? 

Q. Did anyone "who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
dominate you in or into taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to self-organization of such em- 

14493 ployees or any of them for the purpose of bargaining 
collectively or other mutual aid or protection? 

Q. Did anyone who you kne'w or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
dominate you in or into taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the engaging by such employees or 
any of them in concerted activities for such purpose? 
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Q. Did anyone who you knew or thought was a repre¬ 
sentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or was acting in a 
supervisory capacity for that Company ever in any way 
dominate you in or into taking or refraining from taking 
any action relating to the bargaining collectively by such 
employees or any of them through representatives of their 
own choosing? 

14494 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun, anything further? 

Mr. Broun: Just a second, please. 

Mr. Examiner, I would like it shown on the record the 
understanding which we and counsel for the Board had with 
you with respect to the witness, Russell C. Horning, and 
likewise with respect to the witness, Clare H. Williams, on 
the stand now, that in calling each of those witnesses we re¬ 
served the right to call them with respect to matters ex¬ 
pected to be stipulated, in case the stipulation is not entered 
into. 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So stipulated. 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. Furthermore, as you recall, 
yesterday when you made your ruling with respect to fur¬ 
ther testimony on grievances, I stated I was not then pre¬ 
pared to state what I thought ray course of action would be, 
and I still have not had a chance sufficiently to consider the 
matter. 

Therefore, I would like it understood that if I decide that 
I shall, in addition to the type of information you suggested, 
make some formal offer of proof, either that I could call 
the witness to the stand to have him there when that is 
made, or that it will not be necessary to have him on the 
stand at that time. 

14495 Trial Examiner Bloom: With respect to the lat¬ 
ter part of your suggestion, your statement on the 

offer of proof, I do not see why it would be necessary to re¬ 
call the witness for the purpose of making the offer of 
proof. 

Mr. Broun: If that is satisfactory to you or Board 
counsel, I do not see why it is, either. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T am not commitiag myself as 
to whether or not I would permit an extended offer of proof 
on the matter, but if I did permit an offer of proof— 


7200 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Mr. Broun: I would abide by your ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then it is understood that it is 
not necessary’ to recall the witness so he would be on the 
stand when the offer is made, because if the offer is to be 
made, I would permit it, to be made by way of a written 
document which would be handed to the reporter. 

^fr. Broun: I understand your position, and that is what 
T vrnnted to have understood. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. That is the same proce¬ 
dure we already followed, I think, with respect to the wit¬ 
nesses in January-, I believe, when I barred further testi¬ 
mony on individual acts of violence. 

Mr. Broun: But I had not understood you to state that 
that applied generally. 

14496 Trial Examiner Bloom: I did not mean it to apply 
generally, and I do not mean this to apply generally 

now, but I think as matters of this kind come up we can 
make specific provision. There is no objection to that, Mr. 
Rose, or Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Rose: No. 

Mr. Jones: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, have you any ques¬ 
tions ? 

Mr. Jones: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, any questions? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Cross-Examination 

A. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, when I refer to the 
change, I am using it in the same way that Mr. Broun has 
used it, and in the way you have used it, unless I otherwise 
indicate to vou. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that clear? 

The Witness: Tliat means— 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Rose is talking about the change— 
Trial Examiner Bloom: In the procedure. 

Mr. Broun: With respect to minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that clear to eveiy one? 

^Ir. Broun: After the decision in the Jones & Laughlin 
Case. 

14497 Trial Examiner Bloom: For your information, 
that decision was on April 12th, so have that date in 

mind, please. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prior to the change, where were the 
meetings of the General Body held? A. In the dining room, 
in the— 

Mr. Broun: Might I interrupt just to ask whether Mr. 
Rose is covering all of the time prior to that year, or is he 
restricting his question to some period? It seems to me to 
be too broad, if it is intended to cover all of the time prior 
to the change. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Let us first take the Plan Year 1937- 
1938, prior to the change, where were the General Body 
meetiTigs held? A. In the dining room of the fourth floor. 
General Office Building, on Locust Street. 

Q. And where were the Standing Committee meetings 
held? A. Sometimes in there, the dining room; in other 
times in a consultation room, right directly across the hall 
from the dining room. 

Q. That was all in the same building? A. That is cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. The building you refer to as the General Offices 
14498 of the company? A. The General Office Building on 
Locust Street. 

'Mr. Broun: l\Iay I inquire, which I assume is the case, 
if by committees Mr. Rose is also referring to the same 
period, 1937-1938? 

Mr. Rose: Ye$. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you so understand it, Mr. 
Williams? 

The Witness: I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) During the same period of time, 
where were the meetings of the Joint Committees held? A. 
In the same place. 

Q. In the General Offices of the company; is that cor¬ 
rect? A. In the General Office building on Locust Street. 

Q. Now, during tlie Plan Year 1936-1937, were those 
meetings, the meetings of the General Body, Standing Com¬ 
mittees and Joint Committees, held in the same place as 
you mentioned? 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry, I did not hear that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the first part of the ques¬ 
tion. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Taking the prior Plan Year. 

Mr. Broun: That raised another question that I 

14499 think should be cleared. You used the period 1937- 
1938, prior to the change? 

Mr. Rose: In my previous series of questions. 

^Ir. Broun: Tliat is what I understood the witness meant, 
too. 

The Witness: Yes. 

^[r. Rose: Road the last question, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the last question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Tlie Witness: The ones which I attended? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Yes. A. Yes. 

Q. And do you know where the meetings of the General 
Body, Standing Committees and Joint Committees which 
you did not attend were held during that same period of 
time? A. No. 

Q. You have no idea? A. You asked me to draw a con¬ 
clusion ? 

Q. That is right. A. I could have guessed they were. 

Q. They were all held during that period of time in the 
same place, in the general offices of the company; is that 
correct? In the building you call the General Offices 

14500 of the company; is that correct? 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. The witness has not called 
it the general offices. He called it the general office build¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

^Ir. Broun: Furthermore, the witness testified to the 
meetings he attended, and he said he guessed, or supposed, 
llu* others were, but did not have actual knowledge because 
he was not there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has been chairman of 
the Plan, and we will assume he has some knowledge. 

^Ir. Broun: Of course. I assume from the way Mr. Rose 
asked the question he was emphasizing the word “all”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if somebody bumped into 
Mr. Williams on Locust Street and asked where a certain 
meeting at which he was not in attendance was held, what 
his automatic response would have been. That, I think, is 
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a fairly safe knowledge also, even though he was not there. 

Mr. Broun: He testified on direct examination that not 
all of the meetings were held on company property 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But he did not specify too 

14501 much— 

Mr. Rose: I will go into that. May I have an an¬ 
swer to the last question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the last question. 

Mr. Broun: There was an objection to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, read the last question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I will sustain the objection to 
the form of the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to the meetings which 
you say you may not have attended, couldn’t you tell us, 
as chairman of the Plan, whether or not those meetings 
were held in the building which you called the general of¬ 
fices of the company in Johnstown? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, he has not called it 
tlie general offices. You have referred to it as the general 
offices and he consistently referred to it as the general office 
building. 

There may bo a distinction, I don’t know— 

Mr. Rose; I don’t know, either. 

Trial Plxaminer Bloom: There probably is. It may be 
that the General Office Building might house things other 
than the general offices. 

14502 Mr. Rose: I will amend it. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Rose) With that amendment to my 
question, may I have an answer? 

Mr. Broun: May I have the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, referring again to the same pe¬ 
riod of time— 

Mr. Broun: As which question preceding? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: During the 1936-1937 Plan Year, 
and the 1937-1938 Plan Year, up to the time of the change. 
Go ahead, quick, before he forgets the first part. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) AVeren’t all tlie meetings of the Gen¬ 
eral Body, Standing Coniinittcos and Joint Committees held 
in the huilding of tiie eonipany on Locust Street? 

?J]'. Broun; 1 object to that as assuming a state of facts 
?iot in evidence. 

The witness stated that some of the meetings were not 
held on company property. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie is asking whether tliey were 
or’ not. lie may answer. 

Tire Vritness: That is u\) to what time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tp to the time of clranging the 
Plan Year*, liKlfi-liKlT—uj) to the change in Ai>ril, 19;57,— 
wlrenevei* it was matle. Were all of the committee meet¬ 
ings, i-egardless of whether or not you attended tliem, 
145(K*1 lield in the general office building? That is tire <pies- 
tion. 

The Witness: 1 could not answer that. 

t>. (By Ml'. Rose) Don't you, as chairman, know whei’C 
thosi* nuM'tings were hehl during that saute perior of tirrre? 
A. No, sir. 

(^. You W('r(‘ ehair’man during that pei’iod of time? A. 
of the General Body. 

(^>. You ila^■e no knowledge' as to wliere those irreetings 
wer(‘ hehl dui’ing that period of time? 

Mr. Bi’oun: The witru'ss lias answered— 

’'frial Examint'r l>loom: He does not know, Mr. Rose. 

Air. Rose: I am asking if lu* has any ideas on the subject 
at all. 


Mr. Broun: What good is tlrat, Mr. Examiner? 

Tria- Examirn't* Bloom: It ought to liave some Itearing 
whellter* tile cliairimui Iras any idea of what is going on at 
the mei'tings. e\*en tliougli he is not there. 

Ml*. Broun: 1 Iiave* no objectimu 

Tile Witiu'ss: The cliaii’nian of a Standing Committee, 
Ml*. Rose, could liavt* a mv*(‘ting anywbei*i‘— 

Mr. I?osc: I move to sti'ike tliat answer to tiie oiu'stion. 
4'rial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 


l-i.-iP-t Read, the (piestion, please. 


(Th(‘ r(‘i)ort('r i'(*p(‘at(*d the last (pU'stion as aliove s(*t 
fortli.) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Can you tell us any more about 
it, .Mr. Williams, as to the locale, the place of these meet¬ 
ings you (lid not attend during that period? 

The Witness: Where they might have been held? 

Tidal Examiner Bloom: Yes, where they might have 
been iield. That is what Mr. Rose is trying to find out. Do 
you have any ideas where they were held? 

Tile Witness: Xo. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prior to the change during the 19;^7- 
19o8 I^lan Year, did the Plan have anv funds? A. You 
said, prior to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Prior to the change. 

Mr. Broun: May T iiuiuire whether the witness under¬ 
stands the question? 

The Witness: Yes, money. 

'frial Examiner Bloom: .Money. Funds is a high-brow 
wor<l for monev. 

The Witness: Yes. Prior to the change. 

( By Mr. Rose) That is right '! A. Xot tliat I know of. 

(^. Yi'U w<nild know, wouldn't you, Mr. Williams, 
l-loO") during tlie time you were chairman? A. Not neces- 
sarilv. 

^'ou would m»t know tiiat, eitlier:' A. No. 

(^). X'ecessai'ily ? A. Xo. 

Q. Wliere wen‘ the meetings of the General Body lield 
since the change— 

Tidal Examiiu*!* Bloom: Now— 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Exaniint'r, shouldn't W(‘ iirst lind 
(*nt wiietlim- tlu*y liav(» all been held at the same jilace since 
the change? 

Trial ExamiiKM* ]51oom: Ask him wIuM'e tliey have been 
held, and you arrive at tin* same place. \Vh<*n one man goes 
down Sti’t'et, and another goes down B Stn‘et, and botli | 
end no at tlu* diqiot—- 

Mr. P>roun : V(*ry well. 

Tli(‘ Witness: In a room, rented In' the Plan in tiie old 
Washington Stre<‘t Building. 

(I■*>y Mr. Rose) What do you m(*an by tlie old Wash¬ 
ington Str(‘et Building’? .V. Tlie one on the corner, lier(‘. 

(). Von mean, tin* luiilding op]josit(* the (’ambria Free 
Library? .X. That is right, I'iglit across the street. 
!4a()(> Q. And that building lias a sign on it, B(‘tlileheni 
St(*ei ('om]>any? A. 1 don't know. 
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Q. You never noticed a sign on that building? A. I usu¬ 
ally go along the streei watching where I am going, not 
reading the signs. 

Q. You never noticed the sign, going into tlie building? 
A. Xo, sir. When I go into a building I notice the door. I 
could not swear, Mr. Rose, that I saw it. 

Q. Is that place in the building you refer to the property 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I don’t know that. 

Q. Xo idea. Whom do you pay rent to? A. I don’t know. 
Q. Do you know whether it is the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. Whether wliat is the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Q. Tliat you pay rent to the Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. Xo, I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know wliether you pay rent to any one con¬ 
nected with tlie Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I do not 
know who gets the rent. 

Q. Who pays the rent? A. The treasurer, I believe. 

Q. What is his name? A. At present, Charles H. White. 
Q. What was the name of the first treasurer, if 

14507 there was one, prior to ^Ir. White? A. Gordon Ross. 

Q. Do you know whether he paid rent to anybody 
for that room in that building on Washington Street? A. I 
do not know whether he did or not, but I know the bill was 
approved at a meeting. 

Q. What else is in that building where you have your 
room, where you hold these meetings? 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question— 

^Ir. Rose: I wdll withdraw it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Are there any other offices in that 
building on Washington Street where you and the other 
representatives hold your meetings? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. What other offices are there? A. There is a dispen¬ 
sary ; there is an employment office; there is a safety office; 
telephone operators are located there, and I do not know 
what is in the other offices. 

Q. Well, what dispensary is in that building? I mean, is 
it a Bethlehem Steel Company dispensary? A. I could not 
swear to that, whether it is theirs or not. 

14508 Q. You could not swear to it? A. That is right. 

Q. Well, don’t you know at all? A. Xo, I do not 

know whether it belongs to them. 



BETH. STEEl. CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. I.ABOB RET.. BOARD. 7207 


Q. Do you know whether employees of the Betlilehem 
Steel Company are taken to that dispensary, or go to that 
dispensary? A. That is right. 

Q. You do know? A. Yes. 

Q. You know that? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you ever go to tliat dispensary yourself? A. Yes, 
sir, T do. 

Q. And you went tlie7*e while you were an employee of 
the Bethlehem Steel Company; is that correct? A. I went 
there in the evening to have a piece of dirt taken out of 
mv eve. 

Q. And during that time you were working for the Beth- 
leliem Steel Company? A. No, I was not. 

Q. "Whom were you working for? A. I was not working. 

Q. But it was during tlie period that you were working 
for the company? A. Yes, I was off turn. 

14509 Q. T do not refer to your going there„during work¬ 
ing hours. Did you ever go there during working 

hours? A. You mean, with an injury? 

Q. For any reason? A. Yes. 

Q. AVho sent you there, if anybody sent you there? A. 

I went there of my own free will, because my brother had 
been gassed and had been up there. 

Q. When was that? A. When? 

Q. Yes. Do you recall? A. Oh, no. 

Q. Now, what employment office is in that building? A. 
Employment office of Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. You know that? A. The Cambria Plant. I 

Q. The Bethlehem Steel, Cambria Plant? A. Yes. ! 

Q. Is there a Mr. Johnson in charge of that office? A. 
That I would not know. 

Q. You referred to telephone operators being in that 
building. Are they telephone operators employed by the I 
Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I do not know who employs 
them. 

Q. Is that where the switchboard for the Plant, the 

14510 Cambria Plant, is located? Do you know? A. That 
I would not know. 

Q. What do those telephone operators do in that build¬ 
ing? A. I don’t know what the telephone operators do in 
that building. 
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Q. As a matter of fact, Mr. Williams, don^t you know 
that that building is the property of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. No, I do not. 

Q. You mean, you never saw the deed? A. That is cor¬ 
rect. I am not connected with the Real Estate Department. 

Q. Don't you consider it part of the Plant property? A. 
Don't I ? 

Q. Yes. A. Xo, I do not, I do not know wliether they own 
it or not. 

Q. Wliat is the amount of rent that the Plan pays for 
this room? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the <iues- 
tion ? 

The Witness: Yes, but I do not remember what the last 
bill was for. 1 mean, the rent, see? 

(^. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you have the place 
14r)ll underlease? A. You mean, do I have a lease signed? 

Q. When I say “you,” T do not mean you person¬ 
ally. 1 am referring to the Plan of Employees’ I^epresenta- 
tion. 

.Mr. Broun: T am sorrv. Mv attention was diverted. 

« ft 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does tl)c Plan have a lease witli 
the lesso]*? Do you understand that, Mr. Williams? 

Tlie Witness; Yes. —what is a lease? 

Q. (By .Mr. Rose) You do not know what a U^ase is? A. 
Xot enough about it that I know what it means. I do not 
understand a lease, whether tliat is a lease by hour or by 
<lay, or what ? 

Q. Anv wav? A. \ lease, if I understand it corn*ctlv, is 
drawn up by an attorney: is that correct? 

Ti-ial Examiner Bloom: Xot necessarily. It might be 
a lease (dtber in wi‘iting— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I am referring to a writing. 

Trial Plxaminer Bloom: Mr. Rose’s i)resent ^piestion, 
then. is. is there a written lease, as distinguislied fi’om some 
sort of an oi*al inuho'standing? 

The Witness: Xo. TIumv isn't unless you would con¬ 
sider dates like that (indicating). 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Referring to Boai’d's Exhibit 
Xo. 10. 

14512 The Witness; That is right. If that is wiiat you 
referred to as a lease, yes. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us have that explained. The 
witness has something in mind which has not been fully 
developed. Explain that, will 3 ’ou, please, ^Ir. 'Williams? 

Tl^e Witness: Well, suppose that this (indicating) was 
a card of 1938 to 1939, and had the dates for the following 
years. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, the dates for the 
various committee meetings? 

The Witness: That is right; and it was understood that 
that is the dates we would like to use the room. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then it is understood that you 
mean you would like to use the room on those dates? 

The Witness: That is correct. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Bose) What do you pay for the use of the 
room? I mean, th(‘ T^lan of Employees’ Representation? 
A. 1 told you Ixd'oi'e, T do not know what the last bill was 
!*oi-. 

(^. Do you have iu\y records which you could use to re- 
fresh your collection? A. T don’t know. 

1401.3 Q. Who has, if there are any? A. The treasurei* 
ought to. 

(^). (’ould yon p!*oduce tliost* records liere to refi’esh your 
rtvolleetion on the subject and tell us something about it. 
A. Conid 1? 

(^. ^'es. A. Xo. 1 wouhl not want to take the treasurer's 
rcM-o]*ds I’rom lum. 

(^. 1 did not ask you to lakt^ them from him. A. Well, I 
w<>nld not \v:int to take them fi'oin his keeping. 

(J. (’odd yon take :i look at the r(‘eords? 

Mr. Jones: Tliat is ohj(H*ted to. Tliere is nothing in the 
testimony show he has any recolleetloii at all. 

Mr. Rost*: We are enlith*d to liiid out ai)ont it. He lias 
said a \oX about how it opiM’ates, all the grievanees they 
took np, hut when they rent a room, lie does not know any¬ 
thing about it. 

Trial Kxaminer IMoom: There has Ikkui testimony that 
action was taken at a meeting, Init lu* does not remember 
what tin* action was. so there is a possibility that if he ox- 
amim*d the minutes of a i)articnla.r me(4ing. he might have 
some idea as to the room. 

What is tile pending ipiestion ? 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above 

14514 set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Williams, here is the 
status with respect to that. Mr. Rose has made a request 
of you. You do not have to honor that request if you do 
not want to. It is wholly up to you as to- whether or not you 
want to examine any records or do not want to examine any 
records. In other words, Mr. Rose has the privik\a:e of 
askin,ii‘ you tpiestions while you are on the stand, but you 
do not have to do anythin'^ off the stand at his request or 
at any other attorney's request, or at my request. It is 
purely up to you, whether you want to do this or not. 

Do I make myself clear? 

Tlie Witness: 'i'es. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In other words, if you loc>k at 
these records, you do it purely voluntarily on yoin* part, 
not because you have to do it. 

The Witness: Yes, 

Q. (By .Mi*. Rose) While you are considerin'^ that, may 
I also ask the witness, .Mr. Examiner. duriu!>: the lunch re¬ 
cess, to stop in front of the building’ on Washin?i*ton Street 
and see if tiiere is a si^n on the building, of tln^ Betldehem 
Steel Company? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may take tliat into consid¬ 
eration. 

14515 Mr. Broun: You mean, the buildiiye: on Washini;- 
ton Street? Is that what you want him to look at? 

Trial Examine!* Bloom: Thei*e is no (luestion, thonii’h, of 
personal favoi*. If he does not do it, it is his privile,i>‘e. 

Q. (By Ml*. Rose) As I understand yon, the subject of 
rent was discussed at a meetinu ? A. I said a ]>iii was pre¬ 
sented for H'lit, and aj)proved for payment. 

Q. .\nd what was the date of tlie meetin.u? Febi*n- 
ary, 193S. 

(^). Do yon know whether there wore any minutes taken 
at that m(*elin.ii? A. V(*s, sir. 

Q. What was that a meetinir of? Tiie (Jenerai Dody ? 
A. That is ri.uht, sir. 

(^. Who took the minutes? A. Wtdl, Mr. Willard Brani. 
Q. The same Willard Brant yon referred to throue:hout 

vour testimonv? A. Yes. 

• « 
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Q. Tlie same man? A. That is correct. 

Q. Do you know where those minutes are at this moment? 
A. I believe I do. 

1451G Q. Could you tell me? A. I think they are in the 
regular minute book of the General Body. 

Mi*. Rose: Mr. Jones, may I set' tlie minutes of lhat 
meeting, please, of February, 1938? 

Mr. Jones: I do not think at this time I would like to 
produce those minutes, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: Do you mind if I take the book, marked “Gen¬ 
eral Body MiiKi.tes" olY your table, ^Ir. Jones, for the pui*- 
pose of showing it to the witness? 

?\Ir. Jones: I do. 

Q. (By Mr. I^ose) Do you. Mi*. Williams, have any ob¬ 
jection to my locking at tlie minutes of the meeting of Feb¬ 
ruary, 19.3S, that yon rtd’eri'cd to? A. I believe that is eii- 
tii'ely uj) to my counsel, counsel for the Plan. 

Q. Aside from your counsel, do you as chairman of the 
Plan oi' Kmi>loye(‘s' Re])resentation, have any objection to 
my looking at tiiat book ? A. 1 am not prepared at this time 
to answei* that (luestion. 

Well, is tiiere anything in that i)ook that you think 
should not be displayetl at \h\< liearing, as far as you 
14o!7 know? A. I don't know, 

(A Von think tlieiH* mav be some tilings in that 
ijook— A. I said I don't know. 

(J. Wliere is the bill that yon referred to? A. 1 do not 
know. 

Q. Docs anyliody keep jiossession of bills? A. They 
should. 

Well, does anybody? A. I would think so. 

Who? A. Tin* ti*easurei*. 

Ch Wliat is Ills name? A. .\t jn'esent? 

Mr. Broun: Tin* witness told us the name of tlie treas- 
ui*er. 

'frial Kxamiiu'r Bloom: Wright. 

Mr. I’ost*: What did you say? 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Mi*. Wright, W-r-i-g-h-t. 

Mr. Rose: Wright? 

4'lie Witness: Mr. Mhite. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: ^Ir. White. Pardon me. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) What \vas Ihc date of the first meet¬ 
ing-held in that Washington Street Building? 

Mr. Broun: ^^r. Examiner, might I inquire as to wliat 
period ? 

14518 Trial Examiner Bloom: Any ixnaod. I mean, 
after the time the Plan moved over. 

Mr. Broun: Tliat is what I assumed. I thought I would 
just make it clear oji the record. That is what you mean, 
Mr. Rose? 

.Mr. Rose: Yes, of course. 

The Witness: 1 do not recall. 

y. (By ^Ir. Rose) Was it .May, lho7? A. That I do 
not know. 

June? A. I don’t know. 

U*. But you know it was some llmi*—after April, IltdV, 
don't vou? A. Yes. 

( 3 . Is your memory so liad yon eamiot recall wiion la 
1937, after April, that meeting oceiirred? A. Oh, I tlon't 
tliink that called foi* a had memory. I am not williluilding 
from you the answer. I don't kn<»u. 1 am Inmesl witli 
von. 

(J. Did y(*u attii.fl llie lir.-t -i.eetiMg in the Washington 
Street Building? A. OtVliaml I could not tell you that. 

tj). Have yon any recoi-ds here which couid refi*es!i your 
i*ecoil(‘ction ? A. Do 1 have them? 

1451f' 'foil, or are there any rei-ords in tliis room which 
could refresh yoni* r<‘Coileclion on that subject? A. 
d'he mimites of die (hmerid Ihxly would. 

Mr. I-tose: Mr. .To-iu's. may I have the hook c.n your ta.hh* 
marked “(Jeiieral !^>ody .Mimit'’s" for the jnirpose of show¬ 
ing them to die witm^ss. in order to refi-esli Ids reeoll(‘c- 


tion ? 

Mr. .Io!u*>: You may not. Mr. Rose. 

.Mr. Rose: 'riuuik yoti. Mr. .lonos, 

(fjy Mr. Rose) Who uunlc ari-augemenls for die 
t-(iiling of that i*oom in the Washingion Sti'eet Ihdlding, If 
any arra’igeir.enls were tnade? .\. Tlie members of lie.* 
c'oi: mil tee that lia<l charge of lliat. 


ty \VhaI cimealtti'e had ch.ai'ge of tlial? A. 1 lie Xo. I 
t ommiltee. 


\). .Xames. j)le.asc. 


'Flic naoics of what ? 
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Q. The Xo. 1 Committee who had charge of arranging 
foi- the use of that room. 

Mr. Broini: Mr. Kxaminer, the witness has answered 
that. 

^Frial Kxaii)in(*r Bloom: 1I(‘ has not given the names. 
Mr. Broun: lie gave the name of the eomniiltee which, 
I understood, was Ihe Xo. 1 (’ommittee. 

Mr. Rose: I mean, the names. 

14520 ^fr. Broun: You did nc/c say the names of niem- 
hers, l)ut the nuinber of tlie eommittee. 

Mr. Bose: AVill you read the (|uestion;' 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Reithi'ase the (]Uesuon. 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw the (]uestiom 

(By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, will you slate the 
names oT the membei's of the eoimii'ttee that had charge of 
arranging for tin* us(‘ of the i*oom in liie Washington Street 
Building, if such arrangements wei'e made A. Von are 
asking ii:e to name the X(t. 1 ('o-mmittee 

(,1. ^'iial is i*:ght. A. The nami‘s of tiie memliers? 

(J. \‘e>. A. Ciiarles M. ^Vhi^e, Cliarles E. Davis, (Jeorge 
Sliarpe. 

Mr. S-h-a-i‘-])-<‘A. Ves, I be!l<*ve that is eori’eet. 
'I’lien, Berey (rrumbling. 

Trial Examinei* Bloom: Will you spell tiial 

Tlie Wiliiess: C-r-u-m-l>-i-i-n-g, and E»ed 

Ml*. Broun: May I luivi' ids lirsl naie<.‘, Mr. ENaminei* 

'Trial Examiner Bloom: Ered, was it.^ 

The Witm'ss: Fre<l, 

Ch (By Mr. Rose) In n-aking llie arrnngemenis. did you 
act with tile Xo. 1 ('ommiltee at a meeting/ A. Sonu' (tf 
the time. 


14521 Did anyb'viy (*lse act witli tlie eoiiimittee in 

making tin* arrangements.' 

Ml*. P>rouu: Mr. Exaudn‘*r, luiglit I iiKpdrt* wliat coun¬ 
sel for the P>oard means l>y “act with". an<i in \\iiat eon- 
lu'ction the other person was acting witli, wlialc\*cr tiiat 
might he? 

'Trial Exaiidnei* Bloom: I b* imgiil make that more spe~ 
eific. 

Mr. Rose: I iii<*an. eitlier partake in discussions witli 
memhers of the eommittee or with llu* person willi wliom 
yon made arrangements for tiie use of the room? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that clear to you now, Mr. 
Williams ? 

The Witness: Yes. Tliere may have been—I do not 
know of that. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Rose) Well, wasn't the renting of this room 
discussed at some meeting of the employees’ representa¬ 
tives ? 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, the witness testified that the 
No. 1 Committee arranged it, as I understand it. I also un¬ 
derstand that the Xo. 1 Committee is made up of employ¬ 
ees’ representatives. 

Mr. Rose: I want to know whether it was discussed 
among the employees’ representatives at a meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; You mean, among the commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr. Rose: Among the committee, of course. 

14522 The Witness: At a meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

14523 Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: Mr. Rose, would you consider if I 
just met them, maybe one or two, one or two at a time, if 
you would call that a meeting? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I don’t know. I am asking you the 
questions. I was not there. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what do you mean by 
meeting, Mr. Rose? 

Mr, Rose: I refer to a meeting of the No. 1 Standing 
Committee. I think that is plain enough, Mr. E.xaminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, a regular or a spe¬ 
cial meeting of the Committee? 

Mr. Rose: Obviously. 

The Witness: That I do not know. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, the witness’ question 
leads me to inquire whether Mr. Rose is speaking of a 
formal meeting of the Committee and excluding any meet¬ 
ing of the members of the Committee when they may have 
been together without having a formal meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, first let us eliminate a for¬ 
mal meeting. 

Mr. Rose: I was referring to a formal meeting, quite 
obviously. 
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14524 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is out of the way, 
because the witness says he does not know that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was the question of rent ever dis¬ 
cussed at a regular or special meeting of the General Body, 
aside from the approval of a bill? Do you understand my 
question? A. Yes. 

Q. At what meeting? A. I think it was— 

Q. At what meeting? A. The General Body was notified 
that the meeting— I guess, right at the change, that the 
company could not aid or could not help in any aiding the 
Plan of Employees’ Representation with financial aid or 
donations. That would be— 

Q. Subsequent to that meeting, was there any discussion 
at a special or regular meeting of the General Body con¬ 
cerning the amount of rent that should be paid for the use 
of the meeting room ? A. Not that 1 recall of. 

Q. Did 3 'ou at any time discuss with any of the members 
of the No. 1 Standing Committee, outside of any special 
or regular meeting, the amount of rent that was to be paid 
by the Employees’ Representation Plan, for the use 

14525 of the meeting room? A. You mean, the amount 
they were permitted to spend, or something like 

that? 

Q. No, did you ever speak specifically about a specific 
amount that should be paid? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is not clear to me, 
whether Mr. Rose is referring to some decision amongst 
the representatives as to how much they ought to go in 
renting the room. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Aside from any meeting of the No. 
1 Standing Committee, did any employees’ representative 
on the No. 1 Committee ever tell you the amount of money 
that was to be paid for the use of the room you referred to? 
A. Not that I recall. 

Q. Did anyone at any time ever tell you the amount of 
money that was to be paid for the use of the nieeting room 
you referred to? A. The amount of money that was to be 
used? 

Q. To be paid for rent of the meeting room? A. No, sir, 
not that I recall. 
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Q. Did you ever ask anyone what the rent was? A. No. 
Q. "VMiy not? A. That was in the hands of the No. 1 
Committee. 

14526 Q. Weren’t you interested in knowing what the 
rent was? A. I trusted the No. 1 Committee was 

not going to do anything that would make me feel hurt. 

Q. Well, didn’t you ever have enough interest in this 
matter to inquire as to what, specifically— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he has answered that. 
Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to that room, is that 
room furnished with tables and chairs when you hold your 
meetings there? A. There is a big table in there. 

Q. And chairs? A. And chairs, yes. 

Q. And are the Joint Committee meetings and Standing 
Committee meetings held in the same room? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that has been since the change you referred to; 
is that correct? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose. I am not clear. Do 
you mean the change of the taking of minutes, or the change 
of the meeting place? There were two changes. By defi¬ 
nition you started your cross examination by saying when 
you used the word change you were referring to the 

14527 change after the Supreme Court opinion, in line with 
^[r. Broun’s use of the word. Is that what you 

mean? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. That is what I was referring to. Would 
you read the question ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. Just 
state it over. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, is it correct that all the meet¬ 
ings of the General Body, Joint Committees and Standing 
Committees had been held in that i*oom you referred to, 
since the change ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, 
on the ground that it assumes a state of facts not in evi¬ 
dence. The witness testified on direct examination that not 
all of the meetings of the General Committees were held 
on company property. 

Mr. Rose: I am not—I can inquire about that. 
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Mr. Broun: The question was obviously directed, it 
seems to me, to time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) For how long a period of time have 
meetings been held in that meeting room in the Washington 
Street Building? 

Mr. Broun: That question is equally objection- 

14528 able because any answer would indicate all meetings 
were held in the Washington Street Building— 

Mr. Rose: I have a right to ask that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was the first meeting held 
in the WashingtoJi Street Building, if you know? 

The "VVitness: I do not know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was the first meeting of 
the Standing Committee held? 

The Witness: I do not know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: W^hen was the first meeting of 
the General Body held? 

The W’itness: That I do not know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When was the first time you attended 
a meeting in that room? A. That 1 do not recall. I do 
not know if it was a general meeting. Joint Committee 
meeting, or General Body. 

Q. I did not ask that, I asked as of what time you recall 
attending a meeting at that room? A. At what time? 

Q. The approximate time, the month, day, year? A. 
Last month. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might we have the question | 
read back to the witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not know why? Do 

14529 you want it read back ? Do you understand the ques¬ 
tion? 

The Witness: I understand, he asked me could I recall 
when I was at a meeting over there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 
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(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Two o’clock. 

(Thereupon, at 1:00 o'clock p. in., a recess was taken to 
2:00 o’clock p. m.) 


14533 After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p, m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Clare H. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by 
and on behalf of the Respondents, and having been pre¬ 
viously sworn, testified further as follows: 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, Mr. Williams, I believe there 
was a question— 

Mr. Rose: Will you read the last question and answer, 
please f 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

The Witness: There was a request that I look at that 
sign. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There were certain requests, 
but they are not questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, during the lunch recess, Mr. 
Williams, did you look at the sign on the Washington 
Street Building where the meeting room is? A. Yes, I did, 
Mr. Rose. 

Q. Will you tell us what is on that sign? A. 

14534 “Bethlehem Steel Company, Cambria Plant.” 

Q. And would you conclude from that sign, what 
you say is on the sign, that that building is part of the 
Cambria Plant? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, what the witness con¬ 
cludes from the sign on the building has got nothing to do 
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with the ownership of the building, and as the witness has 
pointed out— 

Mr. Rose: Now, Mr. Examiner,— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: You want to know whether in my mind— 

Mr. Rose: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I would say I think to my mind it is, yes. 

Q. (By ^.Ir. Rose) And the meeting room, according to 
what you have just said, the meeting room of the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation which you have referred to in 
the building on Washington Street is on property that is 
part of the Cambria Plant? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, he has answered that ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has told us where the roon^ 
is, Mr. Rose, I don’t see why we need go over this 
14535 all again. 

Q. (By Mr, Bose) Now, you have testified that 
the Plan of Employees’ Representation has an office, is 
that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that 
the word—yes, that’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On direct examination, Mr, 
Broun— 

Mr. Broun: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I recall it, the witness— 

Mr. Broun: I hadn’t recalled it first, but that’s right. 

The Witness: Yes, I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Since when has the Plan had that 
office? A. Since April 12, 1937. 

Q. On what day did the Plan for the first time occupy 
that office? A. You mean were they ever in there prior 
to that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I think— 

The Witness: Or just— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, if you 
don’t understand it, please say so, Mr. Williams. 

The Witness: I don’t understand it. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase the 

14536 question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, could you tell us on 
what date for the first time the Plan took physical posses¬ 
sion of the oiBce, if that will help you understand what I 
mean? A. Took physical— 

Mr. Broun: I don’t understand— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean “occupied”? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right, I said occupied the first time 
and the witness didn’t understand it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, use the oflSce; do you 
understand that, Mr. Williams, the first time that the Plan, 
as a Plan, used a certain office as an office, or occupied it 
as an office? 

The Witness: As I understand the question, April 12, 
1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is that the date on which the Plan 
moved into the office, if it moved in? 

Mr. Broun: That wasn’t the previous question, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. Rose: This is another question. 

Mr. Broun: This is another question, is that right? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

The Witness: No, they had used that place prior 

14537 to that. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When prior? A. Mr. Rose, I 
don’t know how far hack, but I know it was used prior to 
that. 

Q. Used by the Plan of Employees’ Representation? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And would you say a year before April 12th? A. 
Yes, I know, being in there during the flood period, that 
wculfl be about a year, that is correct, I recall of that. 

Q. Bid the Plan use that office in the Plan Year 1936- 
1937? A. Yes. 

Q. What was it used for by the Plan at that time? A. 
Mostly as a headquarters. 

Q. Well, what, specifically, was done there? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr, Examiner, that is a very broad 
question, the witness has testified that it was used in 
1936-37, the Plan Year, and apparently used from then on 
and he doesn’t know how far back of that time. Now, he 
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wants to know what, specifically, was done there. It 
covers too broad a scope. 

Mr. Bose: I don’t,think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s see, this office seems 
to be shrouded in mystery. Where was this office? 

14538 Mr. Rose; I will develop that, Mr. Examiner. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out where 

it was and what it looked like and then maybe we can get 
along a little faster. 

The Witness: Down in the garage building. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What garage building? A. The 
Bethlehem Garage Building. 

Q. Is that where the office is now and has been since 
April 12, 1937? A. That’s correct, sir. 

Q. You mean the garage building of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company is the building in which the office is located? A. 
In which the office is located. 

Q, Is that correct? A. That’s correct. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it has been asked and an¬ 
swered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) Does that building have more than 
one floor? A. Yes. 

Q. On what floor is the office located? A. Second. 

Q. Do you know a Mr. Howard Bunn? A. Yes, 
sir. 

14539 Q. Do you know what position he holds with the 
company? A. I don’t know what his title is, but I 

think he runs the garage. 

Q. Foreman in the garage? 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, the witness says he didn’t 
know. 

The Witness: I don’t know if he was the foreman. 

Mr. Bose: He said he didn’t know what his title was, 
but I was trying to see if I could refresh his recollection or 
remind him of it in some way. 

The Witness: I never saw his card, Mr. Bose. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) I beg your pardon? A. I never saw 
his time card, Mr. Rose, or his title, I don’t know whether 
he was a foreman or what they called him. I just said he 
runs the garage. 
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Q. Do you know whether he has an office in that building? 
A. Yes, he does. 

Q. Does he supervise some of the employees that work 
in the garage? A. I believe he does, yes. 

Q. Now, where, with respect to his office, is the office of 
the Plan of Employees’ Representation? A. One floor up 
and over on the far end of the building. 

Q. Does the office of the Plan have a door to itT A. 
Yes, sir. 

14540 Q. Is it a wooden door or does it have a glass 
panel, do you know? A, I beg your pardon? 

Q. Is it a full wooden door? A. Yes. 

Q. Or does it have a glass panel? A. A full wooden door. 
Q. A full wooden door? A. Yes, that’s right. 

Q. Have any sign on it of any Mnd? A. No sign. 

Q. Does the Plan of Employees’ Representation pay 
rent for that room? A. Yes, it does, 

Q. To whom does it pay rent? A. I would imagine the 
person who owns it. 

Q. Well, isn’t that garage part of the Cambria Plant? 
A. That I don’t know. 

Q. All you know is that it is the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany garage, isn’t that correct? A. I know that Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company uses it as a garage, that’s correct 
Q. How much rent is paid, for the office in the garage? 
A. I think the treasurer would be more in a position to 
answer that than myself. 

14541 Q. Well, can’t you give us any idea? A. I am not 
attempting to guess, no. 

Q. Well, give us some idea on the subject. A. What do 
you mean by “give you some idea”? 

Q. Whatever knowledge you may have on the subject? 
A. I don’t know. 

Q. Do you know whether it is a dollar a month? A. I 
do not. 

Q. Who would know? A. The treasurer. 

Q. Did anybody ever tell you what the rent was for the 
office? A. They may have, I don’t recall. 

Q. Did you ever discuss it with anybody? A. I may 
have. 

Q. Well, do you recall whether you did or not? A. No, 
I don’t. 
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Q. Do you make the arrangements for the renting of 
the garage? A. I did not. 

Q. Who did? A. No. 1 Committee. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, will you please have that 
read back, I am sure Mr. Rose didn't intend that ques¬ 
tion. 

14542 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the two previous questions and i 
answers, as above set forth.) j 

^Ir. Broun: I move that be stricken out. j 

Mr. Rose: What is the objection ? 

Mr. Broun: My gracious, the man hadn't testified that 
he rented the garage, or that the garage had been rented. 
The testimony was that the Plan had a room, an office, 
in the garage building. Now, you have asked him whether 
he arranged for renting the garage. If that doesn’t as¬ 
sume a state of facts not in evidence, I never heard a ques¬ 
tion that did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know if the room was 
rented from any one, Mr. Williams? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may we have a ruling on the 
motion to strike? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I will rule on the motion 
after I ask some questions. 

The Witness; Could I have that question again ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did the Plan rent the office in 
the garage from any one, do you know? 

The Witness: Yes, the Plan did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Motion to strike denied. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

14543 Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pend¬ 
ing. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) I believe you testified that the No. 1 
Standing Committee made the arrangements for renting of 
the room in the garage, is that correct? A. For the rent¬ 
ing of it? 

Q. Office in the garage? A. Office in the garage? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes. 

Q. Now, well, was there any discussion at any meeting 
of the representatives under the Plan, and I am referring 
to either a special or regular meeting, of the renting of 
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the office in the garage? A. That I wouldn’t know, there 
could have been and I wasn’t at the meeting. 

Q. Well, did you attend any meeting at which such dis¬ 
cussion occurred? A. I did not. 

Q. When was the last time you attended a meeting under 
the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Broun: What was that? 

(The reporter repeated the last quqestion as above set 
forth.) 

14544 The Witness: The month of March, 1938. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) When, prior to that, had you 
attended a meeting under the Plan? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that is indefinite, be¬ 
cause it hasn’t been shown when in March— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, do you recall the 
day in March, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: The last Monday in the month, I don’t 
know the exact date. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Well, now, prior to the change in 
April, 1937, did the Plan pay any rent for the use of that 
room? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which room? 

Mr. Rose: In the garage. 

The Witness: That is prior to— 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) April, 1937, the change in April, 
1937 ? A. No, not that I know of. 

14545 Q. Do you know whether any amount has ac¬ 
tually been paid for the office in the garage? A. 

Yes. Yes, I do. 

Q. Do you know what period of time that payment 
covered? A. I think it was for a period of a year. 

Q. Do you know the amount of the payment? A. No, I 
do not recall it, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Do you receive a bill for the use of that room? A. I 
don’t know, 

Q. Do you know whether anybody did? A. Yes, there 
was. 

Q. Did you look at the^bill? A, No, I did not. 

Q. You never saw the bill? A. No, sir, I did not. 
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Q. Now, this moming I asked you whether during the 
lunch recess you would look at the financial records so you 
could familiarize yourself with some of these matters. Did 
you do that? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you make any attempt to do it? A. I did not 
I could not have possibly done it. 

Q- Is Mr.— 

Mr. Jones: May the record show that there was an 
hour lunch period? 

14546 Trial Examiner Bloom: The record automatically 
shows that, the time of the adjournment and the 

time we reconvened. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you produce the financial 
record and the bill at this hearing? A. Would I? 

Q. Yes. A. I would not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume, you mean, volun¬ 
tarily? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Rose : Yes, that is what I meant. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Do you know whether the rent that 
is paid for the oflSce is distinct from the rent that is paid 
for the meeting room? A. Yes. 

Q, Do you know whether the rent for the meeting room 
is a dollar a month? A. I do not. 

Q. Did anybody ever tell you that was the amount? A. 
They did not. 

Q. Was the amount of the rental ever approved at any 
meeting of the General Body—am referring to the meet¬ 
ing room? A. Yes, sir, it was. 

14547 Q. In what meeting? A. I am not just sure of 
the exact meeting. 

Q. Approximately; the month? A. Either in—^I think it 
was either in the month of January or February of 1938. 

Q. Was there a motion made concerning the amount of 
the rent? A. A motion made to approve the payment of 
the bill. 

Q. If you looked at the book on Mr, Jones’ desk, marked 
“General Body Minutes” would that refresh your recol¬ 
lection as to the exact date of this meeting you have re¬ 
ferred to? A. It may and it may not. 




7226 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL, LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Jones, may I shovr that book to the wit¬ 
ness to refresh his recollection as to the date of that meet¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Rose, as I understand it, the minutes 
of that meeting are not in evidence at the present time. 

Mr. Rose: I did not say they were. 

Mr. Jones: For that reason I refuse to show the min¬ 
utes at this time. 

Mr. Rose: I am asking you to show him the minutes, 
and if you will permit me to take the book off your table 
and hand it to Mr. Williams so he can look at it to 

14548 refresh his recollection as to the date of the meeting 
of the General Body at which the rent was approved. 

Mr. Jones: I think that information can be received 
from the card already in evidence, Board’s Exhibit No. 
10,1 think. 

Mr. Rose: Then I understand, Mr. Jones, you do not 
wish me to show the witness that book? 

Mr. Jones: That is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, do you wish to look 
at the book to refresh your recollection so you can give 
us the exact date of that meeting? A. Not if counsel for 
the Plan does not wish to give it to you; no, sir. 

Mr. Rose: I haven’t asked for the book from Mr. Jones. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, let us get on. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Can you tell us exactly, or to the 
best of your recollection, what the motion was? A. As I 
said before, the approving of the payment of that bill. 

Q. I have assumed, Mr. Williams, that the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation has funds from which it pays rent. 
Am I correct in that assumption? A. That is right. 

14549 Q. How was the fund raised? A. By raffle. 

Q. Could you please tell us what that was, what 
the raffle was, and what you mean by raffle ? A. What does 
a raffle mean? Chancing something off, isn’t it? 

Q. Yes—I am asking you. What was chanced off? A. 
An automobile, an electric ice-box, and a radio. 

Q. And as I understand it, the Plan sold tickets for that 
raffle; is that right? A. That is correct. 

Q. And that is how' the funds were raised; is that cor¬ 
rect? A. That is correct. 
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Q. Now, when were the tickets put on sale? A. I did 
not handle that end of it. I don’t know when they first 
put them on. 

Q. Can you give us any approximation as to when they 
went on sale, in the month of May, in the month of June? 
A. You mean, when they first went on? 

Q. That is right. A. No, I don’t know when they first 
started. 

Q. Can you tell us the year? A. Yes, 1937, 

14550 Q. Was it after April, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Prior to April, 1937, the Plan had no funds; is 
that correct? A. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Broun: The witness has answered that question on 
cross. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you give us any approximation 
as to when the tickets were issued for sale after April, 
1937? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase that; I don’t know 
what you mean by issued. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know when the tickets for the 
raffle were printed ? A. I do not. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner,— I withdraw the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) There were printed tickets, were 
there not? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you sell any tickets? A. Yes. 

Q. When for the first time did you sell tickets for 

14551 the raffle? A. I don’t know exactly when it was, but 
I sold one book to a fellow representative. 

Q. Was that the first— A. And only. 

Q. (Continuing) —^raffle tickets you sold? A. Yes, sir, 
the first and only. 

Q. When was that? A. I don’t know. I cannot remem¬ 
ber. 

Q. Can’t you give us any approximation? A. No, I can¬ 
not. 

Q. Who sold tickets for the raffle? A. I would not know 
who did. 

Q. Well, weren’t tickets given to anybody for sale? A. 
I did not handle that detail of it. 

Q. Who handled it? A. The No. 1 Committee. 

Q. Do you know who printed the tickets? A. I know 
who I was told printed them. 
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Q. Well, tell US that. A. Gipe Brothers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know how to spell that ? 

The Witness; I think it is G-i-p-e. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Are they in Johnstown? A. 

14552 I understand they are; yes, sir. 

Q. Was the distribution of tickets discussed at 
any meeting, regular or special, of representatives which 
you attended t A. Do you mean as to how they were to be 
handled? 

Q. That is right. A. That was entirely in the hands of 
the No. 1 Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T don’t know whether you quite 
understood that question. Read it back, please, Mr. Par- 
sont. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, does that—may I inquire— 
mean a general meeting— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assumed he meant either a 
General Body or any Committee meeting. Is that what you 
intended ? 

Mr. Rose: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you mean—did you intend 
to mean by that question either a General Body or any 
Committee meeting? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: A meeting where I had something to do 
with the calling of it? 

14553 Trial Examiner Bloom: No. Irrespective of 
whether or not you had anything to do with the call¬ 
ing of it, any meeting you attended whether there was any 
discussion concerning the distribution? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At what meeting was that? A. It was 
a meeting at the home of one of the representatives. 

Q. "UTiat representative? A. Mr. Grumbling. 

Q. That is, Percy Grumbling? A. That is right. 

Q. Who was present at that meeting? A. The members 
of the No. 1 Committee and myself. 
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Q. Were any minutes kept of that meeting? A. I don’t 
know that, I don’t—I could not tell you that. I could not 
tell you that, Mr. Eose. I don’t kno'w. 

Q. Do you have the record book which contains the min¬ 
utes of the No. 1 Committee in this room? A. No, I would 
not. 

Q. Did you ever talk about the sale of the raffle tickets in 
the office building of the Company on Locust Street? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Miv Examiner, what is meant 

14554 by that question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Eose) Did you ever talk to anybody about 
the sale of raffle tickets in the Locust Street Building—of¬ 
fice building of the company? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is objectionable as not 
meaning anything at all, and assuming a state of facts not 
in evidence, and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think so. 

Mr. Broun: There was no testimony about the general 
sale of raffle tickets. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. Read the ques¬ 
tion, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see your point. Maybe it is. 
Rephrase it. The way the question reads, Mr. Rose, it is 
a question on whether he ever discussed with anybody con¬ 
cerning the sale of raffle tickets which sale would be in the 
office building. 

Mr. Rose; I did not mean that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know that, but that is what 
you say, possibly. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever discuss with anyone in 
the company office building on Locust Street the 

14555 sale of the raffle tickets? A. Did I? 

Q. Yes. A. Whether I would be permitted to sell 
them in there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. Al any lii..c while you 
were in the building, Mr. Williams, did you at that time 
discuss with anyone the sale of raffle tickets? 
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The Witness: Somebody who might have brought one 
might have kidded me about it while I was in there, but to 
go into detail, asking for permission, or all that or for me 
to say I am going through the building selling tickets—no. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I don’t think you understand the ques¬ 
tion. Read the last question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question as 
being indefinite. You restated the question so that it 
clearly called for an answer whether or not he was in the 
office building and discussed the matter. I object to Mr. 
Rose’s question as indefinite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which question did you read 
back? I have no particular pride of authorship. I thought 
that was my question. Read back the question. 

14556 (The reportei* repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I say that that is indefinite, Mr. Examiner, 
and ambiguous. 

Mr. Rose: I do not think so, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us take the time, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams—any time you were in the company office building, 
did you at that time discuss with anyone at all anything 
having to do with the sale of raffle tickets? Did you ever 
mention the word raffle tickets? 

The Witness: Yes, as I said before, kidding back and 
forth with some of the fellows there. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where was the General Body meeting 
held in the month of July, 1937? A. T am not sure just 
which one of them, whether it was in the room I had spoken 
about over at that office, or in the roon^ over here—one of 
the two rooms, but I am not sure just which one. 

Q. Do you recall whether there was a meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body on July 12th, 1937? A. There may have been. 
If it was, it would have been a special meeting. 

Q. Do you wish to look at any of the books on Mr. Jones’ 
desk to refresh your recollection as to that? A. No. 

14557 Q. You do not want to refresh your recollection 
on it? 
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Mr. Broun: The witness, Mr. Examiner, did not say 
that, as I understood it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the special meeting of the General 
Body, held in July, 1937, was there a discussion concerning 
the raffle tickets ? 

Mr. Jones: That is objected to. The witness said he did 
not know whether there was a raffle or not. 

Mr. Broun: I join in the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether or not there was 
a special meeting? 

Mr. Jones: He already answered that. 

Mr. Rose: I did not frame it yet. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether or not there was 
a special meeting of the General Body in the month of July, 
1937? A. I said before there may have been. I am just not 
positive of it. 

Q. What is your best recollection ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness, it seems to me, 
has answered the question. 

Mr. Rose: I don *t think so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think he can give 
14558 us his best recollection of whether there was one—off 
the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial examiner Bloom: On the record. 

The Witness: It is possible, Mr. Rose, but I am honest 
with you, I cannot recall whether there was or was not. j 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Does the Plan have any written lease 
for the use of the office room in the garage? 

Mr. Broun: MTiat is meant by that? It seems to me 
that was gone into in detail. 

Mr, Rose: No, it was not, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is the garage office space ?| 

Mr. Broun: I did not hear you. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, I think this is limited[ 
to the office space in the garage. 1 

Mr. Broun: Certainly from what the witness said this 
morning I think Mr. Rose should explain to him what he 
means by written lease. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let us assume the same 
explanation would hold with respect to the lease this after¬ 
noon as it was decided he meant this morning. 

Mr. Broun: I do not recall Mr. Bose explained 

14559 this morning what he meant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not recall if Mr. 
Bose did. 

Mr. Bose: The witness explained what the witness 
means by a lease. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is your idea of a lease, 
Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: Suppose I wanted to lease this room, I 
would get together with the gentleman who owns it and 
have an attorney draw up papers stating the amount and 
the period that I wanted it for, and sign up with the parties 
concerned. That is my interpretation of a lease. I am not 
a lawyer, but then, I understand if you have a lease, that 
is a sort of protection on both sides. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you have a lease they cannot 
throw you out if you pay your rent? 

The Witness: Yes. I heard them talk a powerful lot 
when vou rent— 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) Have you a lease by the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Bepresentation ? A. When you say lease, you 
mean just what I said I thought a lease was ? 

Q. Yes. A, No. 

Q. Have you any arrangement with anyone in writ- 

14560 ing as to how long you can use that room, and when, 
and the amount of rent that is to be paid for the of¬ 
fice room in the garage? 

Mr. Broun: May I ask counsel for the Board to state 
to what he refers? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is double-barrelled. Make 
several questions of it. There may be one element there 
and not another. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) Does the Plan of Employees’ Eepre- 
sentation have any written arrangement or agreement or 
some written writing as to what rent is to be paid for the 
oflSce in the garage building? A. That was in the hands of 
the No. 1 Committee who made those arrangements, Mr. 
Bose, for the room. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken.) 

14561 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Does the Plan have any writ¬ 
ing stating how long that office in the garage may be used, 
I mean, whether for a week or month or year, or years? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I understood that that was 
asked one or two questions before, I think perhaps the last 
question. 

Mr. Rose: No, I had one question that had a number 
of things in and I rephrased it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, I think I sug¬ 
gested that that question be rephrased because it had too 
many elements. Do you understand the present question? 

The Witness: What is the present question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what does he mean by “writ¬ 
ing”, letters or memoranda, or what? 

Mr. Rose: Any kind of writing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Including, as Mr. Broun sug¬ 
gests, letters, memoranda, anything. 

The Witness: That would be the bill, even, I guess? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Yes, I say that would mean like the bill, 
too, yes. 

14562 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Have any other writing? A. 
Besides the bill? 

Q. That’s right. A. I don’t know. 

Q. Have you ever seen any such writing? A. I have not. 

Q. Have you ever heard of any? A. Not that I know of, 
no. 

Q. You referred to a Finance Committee, when was there 
a Finance Committee elected? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you are assuming it was 
elected, it may have been appointed. 
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Mr. Rose: Yes, I will rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When for the fbrst time— 

The Witness: I appointed a Finance Committee some 
time in 1937. 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) When in 1937? A. I don’t recall the 
exact meeting. 

Q. Can’t you give us any approximation as to the month, 
time of the year? A. It was a meeting of the General Body, 
but I don’t know exactly when. 

Q. Can’t you give us an approximation as to when? A. 
I don’t know when. 

Q. What are the names of the members of the Fi- 

14563 nance Committee? A. At the present? 

Q. No, those you appointed. A. Commers. 

Q. What is that? A. C-o-m-m-e-r-s, 

Q. Will you give us the full name, please? A. Curtis 
Cominers. 

Q. I think you’d better spell them, if you can. A. 
C-o-ni-ni-c-r-s, Curtis Schaeffer, C-u-r-t-i-s S-c-h-a-e-f-f-e-r; 
Edgar, E-d-g-a-r, Borer, D-o-r-e-r; Frank Betz, F-r-a-n-k 
B-e-t-z; 'William Strange, "W-i-l-l-i-a-m S-t-r-a-n-g-e. 

Q, Are those men members of the Finance Committee at 
the present time? A. No, sir. 

Q. IVell, how long did the Finance Committee that you 
appointed serve? A. Until the reorganization meeting of 
the General Body held last month. 

Q. And was the Finance Committee you appointed the 
tirst Finance Committee the Plan had? A. Yes, sir. 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I inquire— 

The Witness: To the best of my knowledge. 

14564 Mr. Broun: —whether Mr. Rose intended by the 
question, the second before this, whether each of the 

men who were on the, what I understand was the, first Fi¬ 
nance Committee are not now on the Finance Committee, 
or whether their terms had come to and end, perhaps, were 
reappointed ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, Mr. Williams, I think, has 
cleared that up, he says that they are not now the members 
of the Finance Committee. Am I correct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: The question on was “all of them”. Now, 
are some of them? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, give us the names of the 
present members of the Finance Committee and that will 
dispose of it. 

The Witness: 1 can only think of two of the present. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Name them, please. A. Milton H. 
AVeaver and Lewis—but I don’t know what his first 
name is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVell, to clear up Mr. Broun’s 
point, Mr. Williams, were any members of the Finance 
Committee that you appointed held over, carried over, are 
any of these on the present Finance Committee? 

The Witness: No, they elected a new committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does that take care of 

14565 the point you raised, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Go ahead, Mr. Rose, please. 

(By Mr. Rose) 1 think you said at one time a man by 
the name of Gordon Ross was treasurer of the Plan, is 
that correct? A. That’s right, yes. 

Q. When was he treasurer? A. The term of 1937 and ’38. 

Q. Was he appointed or elected? A. I don’t know. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, “appointed or elected,” by 
whom, may I ask, does Mr. Rose’s question relate? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you remember when Gordon Ross 
became treasurer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, I assume you are 
asking that question to clear up the point Mr. Broun sug¬ 
gested? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: It doesn’t seems to me it has any relation 
to it. 

Mr. Rose: Frankly, I didn’t hear Mr. Broun’s sugges¬ 
tion. 

14566 Trial Examiner Bloom: He wanted to know if he 
was appointed or elected by whom? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think I asked that question. 

Mr. Broun: No, as I understand the question, it was 
simply— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, let’s clear it up. 

Mr. Broun: —was the treasurer appointed or elected? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know who did appoint 
him or elect him, or what? 

The Witness: No, I don’t, I was not at the meeting. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, Mr. Rose. 
Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, when did he become treasurer? 
A. What do you mean by “when”? 

Q. On what date did Gordon Ross become treasurer, or 
the approximate time? A. The date? The date that he 
was either elected or appointed, or whatever way they se¬ 
lected him? 

Q. Well, when was that, don’t you know? 
yh\ Broun: Mr. Examiner, might we have that cleared 
up, what Mr. Williams means when he says “they selected 
him”? It is the second time he used that phrase—he used 
it once with reference to the Finance Commmittee and now. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he previously indicated 
he doesn’t know how Mr. Ross became the treasurer. 

14567 Mr. Rose: He said he didn’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you recall the 
date, Mr. Williams, when he did become treasurer, regard¬ 
less of the method in which he was selected? 

The Witness: I was told that that was in the month of 
June. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. That was the first time the Plan had a treasurer, is 
that correct ? A. That I know of. 

Q. That’s right. A. Yes. 

Q. Was the Finance Committee appointed after Gordon 
Ross became treasurer? A. Yes, I believe it was. 

Q. How long after? A. That I don’t know. 

Q. Don’t you remember the date on which you appointed 
the first Finance Committee? A. I don’t, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Do you remember the month? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you remember the year? A. Yes, sir, 1937. 

14568 Q. Do you recall that it was after April, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness testified 

tliat he understood or heard about it, believed that Gordon 
Ross was appointed treasurer in June, 1937. The Finance 
Committee was appointed after Gordon Ross. Now, Mr. 
Rose asked him whether it was after April. 

Mr. Rose: I was trying to refresh his recollection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 
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Mr. Broun; It doesn’t seem to me that that is calcu¬ 
lated to refresh his recollection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That has been covered, go 
ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) "Was there any financial report of 
moneys received and expenditures made issued by the Plan 
of Employees’ Representation since April, 1937, rather, I 
should say since the Plan has funds? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I inquire what the 
word “issued” means? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by issued? 

Mr. Rose: I mean gotten out, published. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Submitted, possibly? 

Mr. Rose: Submitted. 

Mr. Broun: Now, which, Air. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which one do you want 

14569 to choose on that? 

Mr. Bose: Submitted. 

Air. Broun: To whom? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Submitted to you, do you mean 
submitted to— 

Air. Rose: Anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now rephrase the 
question. 

Q. (By Air. Rose) After the Plan raised the funds, as 
you have mentioned, was there any financial statement as 
to the amount of moneys received and the expenditures 
submitted by the Plan? A. By that you mean, did the com¬ 
mittee report to the General Body? 

Q. Well, yes, and tell us what committee you have in 
mind. A. No. 1, is that the one you are referring to? 

Q. No, I want to find out what committee would make 
that report. 

Air. Broun: Mr. Examiner, has there been testimony 
that there was a report made, what report is he talking 
about? 

Air. Rose: That is what I am trying to find out, whether 
there was a report. 

Air. Broun: You don’t phrase your question that 

14570 way, it doesn’t seem to me, Mr. Rose. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Was any report ever rendered 
by any committee to the General Body, Mr. Williams, of 
any funds received by it? 

The Witness: Yes, the No. 1 Committee gave a report 
to the General Body. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was that? 

The Witness: I don’t know the exact time, Mr. Bloom. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Mr. Rose? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you tell us the month? A. I 
don’t know that. 

Q. W^as it in the latter part of 1937, or was it in 1938? A. 
No, it was in ’37. 

Q. Was it in the latter part of the year? A. I don’t know 
whether it was in the latter part or not. 

Q. I didn’t hear, A. I said I don’t know whether it was 
the latter part or not, I recall of them making a report 
there. 

Q. W’as the report of the amount of money received and 
the amount of money spent by the Plan ever submitted by 
any committee to any one other than employees’ represen¬ 
tatives at a meeting of the General Body? A. Not that I 
know of. 

Q. WTien did the raffle you mentioned occur? A. 
14571 What do you mean, when did it occur? 

Q. On what day was the raffle actually conducted? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean the drawing? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, the drawing. 

The Witness: I think it was set for some time in Sep¬ 
tember. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where did the drawing take place? 
A, I understand on the stage of one of the theatres in town. 

Q. Were you present? A. I was not. 

Q. Do you know whether the Plan paid any Federal Tax 
on the sale of the raffle tickets ? A. I do not. 

Q. Did you ever discuss with other representatives 
whether or not there would be a tax on the sale of tickets, 
Federal Tax? A. I did not. 

Q. I believe you testified that after the Supreme Court 
decision on the Wagner Act, Mr. Evans notified you con¬ 
cerning minutes, etc.; do you recall that testimony? A. 
Yes, yes. 

Q. I only mention it to fix the time. A. Yes. 
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Q. Was that notification in the course of the con- 

14572 versation you had with Mr. Evans? 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t quite under¬ 
stand what counsel for the Board means by that. 

Mr. Rose: I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How did he notify you, orally or in 
writing? A. Orally. 

Q. Do you recall when that conversation took place? A. 
Shortly after the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Q. Yes, but can you fix a date? A. It was in April, I 
don’t know the exact date. 

Q. Will you say it was the middle of April? A. By the 
middle of April you mean the 15th? 

Q. About that. A. I don’t really know, Mr. Rose, I don’t 
recall. Things were in an unsettled state at that time and 
I am not clear on it. 

Q. Well, where did you have the conversation with Mr. 
Evans? A. In Mr. Evans’ office. 

Q. Who was present besides you and Mr. Evans? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you are making an as¬ 
sumption that some one else was present. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was any one else present be- 

14573 sides you and Mr. Evans? A. Not that I recall. 

Q. I believe you testified that right after you re¬ 
ceived that notification from Mr. Evans, you had a conver¬ 
sation with Mr. Willard Brant, is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think that is not quite a 
fair statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t recall that testimony, 
Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I will give you the page in a minute. 

Mr. Broun: My only objection is to the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall if there was such 
a question? 

Mr. Broun: As I recall it, the witness said that after he 
had had a conversation with Mr. Evans, he talked to Brant, 
but he didn’t say right after. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he spoke to Mr. Brant 
about the taking of minutes and that— 

Mr. Rose: 17806. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; The way it came up, as I recall 
it, Mr. Rose, was that he testified when he was talking 
about the arrangements that had to be made concerning 
the taking of minutes and he brought in the conversation 
with Mr. Evans as the basis for the discussion with Mr. 
Brant, but the way your question is phrased it looks 

14574 as though there were two conversations running 
right together. 

Mr. Broun: As the basis of my objection, Mr. Examiner, 
I think your recollection of the record is correct— 

Mr. Rose: I am reading from page 17806 of the record. 

“Question: What did you say to him in substance, as 
you remember, and what did he say, if an\i:hing? 

“Answer: Right after Mr. Evans had notified me of 
the company's decision, I went over and explained it to 
Mr. Brant and we came to a working agreement.” 

Mr, Broun: What was the page, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: 17806. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, what is the 
pending question ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume you withdraw the 
objection ? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, where did the conversation with 
Mr. Brant take place? A, I talked to Mr. Brant in the 
safety department office. 

Q. Where is that? A. Over in the W^ashington Street 
Office there on the first floor. 

14575 Q. Washington Street? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that where Mr. Brant works ? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that question is in the 
present tense. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that where he worked at 
that time? 

The Witness: At that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: At the time that you had the 
conversation, or spoke to him? 
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The Witness: That is where he worked out of, at least, 
yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) By the Washington Street office, I as¬ 
signed you meant the same building that we were talking 
about before as being on Washington Street? A. You are 
correct, Mr. Rose, that is correct. 

Q. And will you tell us the conversation you had with 
Mr. Brant? A. I explained to Mr. Brant that I was under 
the impression they no longer could take the minutes of 
the General Body meeting and be paid by the company and 
T asked him if it was agreeable with him if the General 
Body wanted him to continue to go along until we had 
worked out a satisfactory arrangement to all parties 

14576 concerned. By that I mean, Mr. Brant and myself 
and this General Body, members of the General Body. 

Q. Have you finished, Mr. 'Williams? A. Yes. 

Q. "Well, I wanted to know what working agreement, you 
used the expression “working agreement” you made with 
Mr. Brant at that time. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that assumes a working 
agreement was made with Mr. Brant at that time and the 
witness has just, in his answer, said that he told Mr. Brant 
or asked Mr. Brant if he could go along until they could 
decide something. 

Mr. Rose: Well, the testimony which I just read from 
page 17S06 says: “Right after Mr. Evans had notified me 
of the company’s decision I went over and explained it to 
Mr. Brant and we came to a working agreement.” 

The 'Witness: When I said— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think he may answer, 
go ahead. 

The Witness: When I said “right after” there, I didn’t 
mean that I jumped from one place to another, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) No, I understood you had to take 
time to go over there. A. And I didn’t mean just from the 
time it took me to come from that office, I meant 

14577 within any reasonable length of time. 

Q. Well, now, how much time, how long after Mr. 
Evans spoke to you, did you speak to Mr. Brant? A. It 
could have been a couple of days, the first time I run into 
Mr. Brant after talking to Mr. Evans. 
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Q. Well, you went up to that office there to see Mr. Brant, 
didn’t you? A. That’s right, but he is not in there all the 
time. 

Q. Oh, I see, had you tried to see him prior to the time 
you had this conversation with him and not found him in? 
A. Yes, I looked in the office when I left Mr. Evans’ office 
and he wasn’t in. 

Q, Well, I wanted to know what the working agreement 
was that you arrived at with Mr. Brant. A. That Mr. 
Brant would go along, continue to take the minutes. 

Q. Well, have you completed? A. Yes, go along and con¬ 
tinue to take the minutes, which he had in the past. 

Q. That is, the working agreement you referred to ? A. 
That’s right, that is the substance of it. 

Q. Did you have any further discussions with Mr. Brant 
concerning the subject? A. Later on, I did. 

14578 Q. When? A. I don’t recall the exact time, but It 
was later on in the year, I have talked to Mr. Brant 

at different times. 

Q. Was the next conversation in June, 1937 ? A. I 
wouldn’t sav whether I talked to Mr. Brant in the month 
of June about that, because that was the month the strike 
was going on and I had a lot more on my mind, you had a 
lot more on your mind than talking to Mr. Brant about the 
minutes. 

Q. Well, did you ever talk about compensation with Mr. 
Brant? A. Yes, yes. 

Q. When was that ? A. That 1 told you I don’t know the 
exact date. 

Q. Well, the approximate date. A. I don’t know. 

Q. Well, give us the conversation. A. I talked to Mr. 
Brant in regards to what he felt would be a fair amount of 
money, from his views, questioned him as to about how 
much time was spent on the job. 

Q. Well, was there any amount agreed on for com- 

14579 pensation? A. Finally, yes. 

Q. What was the amount? A. $5. a month. 

Q. And when was the first time the Plan paid Mr. Brant 
the $5. a month? A. The month of April. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What year? 

The Witness: 1937. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, was that payment made in the 
month of April? A. I don’t believe it was. 

Q. When was it made? A. That was taken care of by the 
Fiiiancc Committee, At that time they were permitted to 
pass on the payment of bills and take care of the payment 
of same. 

Q. Well, it must have been after July, 1937, wasn’t it? 
A. It may have been, possibly. 

Q. You didn’t have a Finance Committee before July, 
1937? A. Yes, that is possible, then you are right. 

Q. Well, don’t you know? A. I don’t know the exact date 
on that, no. 

Q. I am asking you for an approximate date. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, hasn’t that been cov- 
14580 ered and didn’t the witness say that he thought the 
treasurer was elected or appointed, or whatever it 
was, in June, and that the Finance Committee was after 
that, but he wasn’t sure exactly of the time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what is the pending ques¬ 
tion? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Can you give us an approxi¬ 
mate date, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: I am not sure, it may have been in July 
or August. 

Mr. Rose: Do you have Board’s Exhibit 13? 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 13 was passed to Mr. 
Rose.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall whether there was a 
General Body meeting on April 28, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: What was that question, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

The Witness; Around that time somewhere, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I show you Board’s Exhibit No. 10 
in evidence, and ask you whether that refreshes your rec¬ 
ollection. 
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14581 (Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10 was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. Yes, the schedule card calls for a general Body meet¬ 
ing on April 28th. 

Q. Did Mr. Brant take the minutes of that meeting? A. 
Yes, sir, Mr, Brant did. 

Q. Were the minutes of that meeting mimeographed? A. 
Yes, sir, they were. 

Q. By whom t A. I don’t know. 

Q. Don’t you know that Bethlehem Steel Company mim¬ 
eographed them? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has just an¬ 
swered the question. 

The Witness: I didn’t see them mimeographed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ail right, go ahead, I don’t 
think a ruling is necessary. 

14582 Q. Did you testify that you at one time saw a sten¬ 
cil of minutes of the General Body meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it does not seem to me that 
the witness should be asked what he testified. That is in 
the record. 

Mr. Rose: Certainly I can ask what he testified. 

Trial Examiner Blooiu: 1 will let him answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What is the answer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 

The Witness: I do not recall me saying I saw a stencil. 
Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, you know, don’t you, that some¬ 
one in the offices of the Company mimeographed the min¬ 
utes? A. No, I do not know that. They could have taken 
them over to the Lorain Steel and have that done, so far 
as r know, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Do you think they did that? A. I don’t know what 
they might have done. 

Q. "Who do you mean by “they”? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 13 in evidence, and ask 
vou if those are the minutes of the meeting of April 28th, 
1937? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, aren’t they in evi- 

14583 donee, introduced by the Board? 

Mr. Rose: They are are in evidence. 
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The Witness: Yes, sir; they are. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did the Plan pay for the iiiiiueo- 
graphing of those minutes ; 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, just a minute. Did I un¬ 
derstand counsel for the Board to say that Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 13 is not ill evidence ? 

Mr. Rose: No. I said it is in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the pending question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I don’t know that they did. 

Q. Y'ou mean, that they did not:' A. 1 said I don’t know 
that they did or did not. 

Q. Well, don’t you know that they did not? A. No, 1 am 
not the treasurer. 

Q. You did not have a treasurer in April, did you ? A. 
Weil, that is true. 

y. You did not have any money in April, did you? 

.Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what has that got to do with 
the situation ? Is counsel for the Board now arguing with 
the witness? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me he is. The fact that 
145S4 there was not money in April does not mean the 
Plan did not pay for it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let us find out if they did. 

Do you know who paid for the mimeographing of the 
minutes ? 

The Witness: No, I do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he doesn’t know he doesn't 
know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you ever make any inquires from 
anyone as to whether the Plan paid for the mimeograph¬ 
ing of the minutes on April 28th, 1937? A. No, I did not. 

Q. You were not interested? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you recall whether you went 
over the draft of the minutes of this April 2Sth meeting 
with Mr. Brant? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And where did you do that.^ A. In ^Ir. Brant's office, 
the first time. 

Q. 1 am talking about these specific minutes, April 28th, 
1937. A. That's right. The draft that leads up to 

14585 that, the first time, yes. 

Q. And after you went over the draft with Mr. 
Brant, as 1 understand it, you went into Mr. Koberts' of- 
liee with Mr. Brant; is that correct.* A. That is correct. 

(^. Who dictated the minutes of this April 2Sth meeting, 
April 28th, 1937, from the draft to the stenographer? A. 
That particular set? 

Q. That's right. A. I would not be able to say which one 
it was. 

Q. You mean, it was either Mr. Uoberts or Mr. Brant? 
A. That's right. 

Q. Did you receive a copy of these minutes of April 2Sth, 
1937 through the inter-plant mail? A. I believe I did. 

y. Did you receive three copies, the way you did in the 
past? A. Yes. When I said 1 believe I ».lid, 1 would like it 
understood I got three. 

y. What did you do with the three copies ? 

Mr. Broun: There hasn't been testimony that he did 
I'cceive three copies. He said he believed he did. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: What is vour best recollection, 
Mr. Williams? To tlie best of yoiu- recollection, did you 
receivt* thi*ee copies or just tin* one copy? 

14586 The Witness: Xo, I ivceived the three copies. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What did you do with tin 

three coi)ies? 

Mr. Broun: The <inestion still assumes a slat<* of facts 
not in evidence, (’ounsel for th(» Board should ask him if 
he i‘<‘e(MV(‘d the tlu‘t*e eopies. not wiiat ht* did witli them. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Rea<l the last »]i:estion, 1 
mean the last answer. 

{The reportei- repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: What did you mean by that? 
Tile Witness: Well, you can strike tlie “no". I re¬ 
ceived the three cojiies. 1 just haiiiiened to say no. I re¬ 
ceived the thr(‘e cojiies. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Ki’ame another <iuestion. 
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Q. (By ^Ir. Rose) What did you do with the three co¬ 
pies, Mr. Williams? A. I read the one copy and put it back 
in the ein'elope and stuck it in my cupboard. 

(^). What did you do with the other two? A. I put the 
one buck with the other two, and put them all together in 
I lie cupboard. 

Q. Where was this cupboard? A. Up against the wail in 
the boiler shop. 

14o87 Q. You mean, the boiler shoi^ in the plant ? A. 
The boiler shop down at the Cambria— 

Q. Do you know who put these minuies in the inter-plant 
mail? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know how they were put in the inter-plant 
mail? A. Xo, 1 do not. 

(j). Now, jj!*ior to April, 1IK*J7, what was Mr. Brant's ])o- 
sition with the conii»any; A. I'lior io Api'il.' 

Ch That is right. A. 1 don't know that. 

W'hat dei)artment (.lid In* work in? A. 1 would not say 
: hat 1 know that at all. 

Wouldn't you say he worke<l in tlie Safety Depaid- 
meiit A. Xo, because he may not havi. I don't know 
whfi'e lu* works. I am not connected with that department 
ill any sliaije or foi’m. 

(J. Ihit after April, what position did In* hold, do you 
know? A. After Ajuul? 

ii- V(*s. A. I understand he was the clerk in the Safely 
Dejiartment. 

bless ])(> yon know what kind of work he dl<l. A. i)o 

I know his duties? 

^*<‘s. A. Xo. 

(J. i mean, in a general way, not s)>(*ciiicaily. A. Wt'll, lie 
is conue'Mi'il witli safety work, I would say. 

(J. You said he worked out of that eflice on Wasiiinglon 
StreiU. What did you nu*an by tiiat? A. Well, I met Mr. 
Brant at safety me(‘lings in tin* plant. 

Ai’e you on the Safely Comn!ilt(*e? A. Wliich Safety 
Committee do you mean? 

((). The Safety (’onmiittee yon referr(*d to, A. I did n()t 
say committee. I said at a nc'eting the Saf''tv luet^Iing. 

C>. What is tha.t? What kiinl of a n:oi*ting is that? A. 
"I'hat is a dciiarJiiK'utal meeting, to discuss safety. 
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Q. Do you know who attended those meetings? A. The 
safety meetings ? 

Q, That's right. 

Mr. Broun; Now, Mr. Examiner, what meetings are we 
talking about? When were they held? 

Mr. Kose: 1 am referring to the meeting at which he saw 
Mr. Brant. 

Mr. Broun: But, Mr. Examiner, counsel for the Board 
said meetings, plural. 

14589 ^Ir. Rose: Make it singular. 

The Witness: Do 1 know who attended the meet¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

The Witness: Employees in tlie department I am in. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where was it held? In your depart¬ 
ment? A. In a room up above the pattern shop, Lower 
Cambria. 

Q. Was that a meeting held under the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation? A. Xo, No, sir. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibits 182-A, B, C, D, E, 
F, and G in evidence, and ask you whether those are the 
first minutes written by Mr. Willard Brant in what you 
have referred to as the record book containing minutes of 
the meetings of the General Body? A. Whethci’ this is— 

The Witness: Whether this is the first set of minutes 
that Mr. Willard Brant wrote into the record book which I 
referred to? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) As the minutes of the General Body? 
A. When 1 said record book—yes. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Brant’s hours of emploAunent—I 
mean, since April, 1937? A. How many hours ho 

14590 works? 

Q. Xot how many hours, the hours he works—docs 
he work on a turn ? A. No—I don’t know what he works. 

Q. You have no idea? A. No. 

Q. Does he work in the daytime? A. Yes. I saw him 
around in the daytime. 

Q. Does he work as late as five o’clock? A. I don’t know 
that, Mr. Rose. 

Q. When, since April, 1937, are meetings of the General 
Body held? I mean, at what time of the day? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is note quite 
clear because the present tense is used. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean now? Presently, 
Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: I mean, since April, when are General Bod\ 
meetinj»:s held, the time of the day? 

The Witness; In the afternoons. 

y. (By Mr. Rose) About what time do they bef^in ? A, 
\ on mean, the last onef 

Mr. Broun: Now, are we talking about April, 1937, or 
what are we talking about? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Since April? A. There had been dif¬ 
ferent times. 

Q. Approximately what time of the day? 

14591 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if there were differ¬ 
ent times, how could there be an approximate time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Take the last meeting. AVhen 
was that held? 

The Witness: Two o’clock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Take the last meeting I)efore 
that— 

Mr. Broun: Which meeting did you start with? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The last one. When was the 
last one ? In what month ? 

The Witness: Airril—I moan, Mai'ch, 1938. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was there one in February? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that at two o’clock? 

The Witness: No. That one was 2:30,1 think. 

Mr. Broun: Are you talking about regular meetings of 
the General Body, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Regular meetings of the Gen¬ 
eral Bodv. 

The Witness: I am not too sure whether the February 
inceting was 2 or 2:30. I am not sure of it. 

Mr. Broun: It is understood, of course, that those hours 
arc p.m. ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "WTiat is that? 

"Mr. Broun: It is understood that those hours, re- 

14592 ferred to, are p.m.? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume so. Maybe 1 



7250 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


The AVitness: You are right. 

Q. (By Mr. Kose) Well, the general body meetings, 
would you say they begin at about one or two o’clock in the 
afternoon, I mean, since April, 1937 ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. E.xaminer, how can that question be 
asked? The witness has only referred to two or two-thirty, 
and Air, Rose now says one or two. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) AVell, since April, 1937, have there 
been any meetings of the General Body in the evening? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVell now, different parts of 
the country, the evening starts at different times. At some 
places they, refer to 12 o’clock noon as the evening. Spe- 

cifv the time. 

% 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Let us take after 7:30 p.m. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Air. Broun: May I have the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

14593 The Witness: Not that I attended. 

Q. (By Air. Rose) Well, since April, 1937, the 
General Body meetings have been held in the afternoon, 
haven’t they? A. Yes, Yes, in the afternoon, 

Q. Now, since that time did Mr. Brant come in to the 
meeting at the beginning of the meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I assume Air. Rose is re¬ 
ferring to those meetings at which Mr. Brant was present? 

Air. Rose: Of course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; It is pretty hard to come into a 
meeting at which you are not present. 

Air. Broun: But the question assumes that Air. Brant 
has com.e to all meetings since the change. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Has he been the recording sec- 
i-etary for all meetings since the change? 

The Witness: No, not all of them—not the last one. 

Air. Broun: What was the witness’ last statement ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not the last one. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) With the exception of the last one, 
does he come into the meeting at the beginning of the meet¬ 
ing? A. Yes, when he comes into a meeting he 

14594 comes in at the beginning of the meeting. 

Q. Well, was he at all the meetings since April, 
1937, except the last meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Hasn’t that been answered? 

Trial Examiner Blom: He said he was not at the last 
one, but he has not said he was not at all the others. 

Mr. Broun: I thought he said except the last one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you mean by that he at¬ 
tended all the meetings except the last one? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How’ long, as a general rule, do the 
general body meetings last? I mean, can you give us just 
a general approximation ? A. About an hour and a half. 

Q. Some of them may last a little longer? A. That’s 
right, and there may be one that last a little less. 

Q. Where do you go over Mr. Brant’s draft of the min¬ 
utes? I am referring, of course, since April, 1937? 

Mr. Broun; Now, Mr. Examiner, that question it seems 
to me is subject to the same objection as the last one I ob¬ 
jected to, on the ground it assumes that Mr, Williams went 
over the draft with Mr. Brant at every meeting. He 

14595 testified that Mr. Brant was not at the last meeting. 
It is phrased in the present tense. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You have described certain work that 
you do with Mr. Brant in connection with the draft of the 
minutes. Where do you and Mr. Brant do that work? 

Mr. Broun: I object again. It is still phrased in the 
present tense, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, since April, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Even with that amendment, it seems to me 
that it is objectionable, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; He may answer it. 

The Witness: There may have been sometimes I come 
up to the office of Mr. Brant, and another time I know of 
I met Mr. Brant down in the Lower Cambria Plant, and 
he had them with him. We went over it down there. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where, down in the lower Cambria 
Plant? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Just strike that question. Let 
us take a ten minute recess. 

(Thereupon, a ten-minute recess was taken, after which 
the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come to order. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How much time would you and 

14596 Mr. Brant spend in going over the draft of the min¬ 
utes? 

Mr. Broun: That is not clear. Is the question how much 
time or how much of Mr. Williams’ time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, together? 

Mr. Rose: That is correct. 

The Witness: That all would depend on the length of 
the draft. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, approximately— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You cannot approximate it. 
Some of the exhibits are seven pages, and some are one 
page. How can you give an approximation? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I believe you testified you went over 
the draft of the minutes of the General Body meeting. May 
27tb, 1937, Respondents’ Exhibits 182-A to G, in evi¬ 
dence; is that correct? A. Yes, that is correct. 

Q. Now, how much time did you and Mr. Brant spend in 
going over the draft of those minutes? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, is the question you or 
^Ir. Brant— 

Mr. Rose: I said, you and Mr. Brant. 

Mr. Broun: I did not understand it. I have it clear now. 

The Witness: I would say, anywheres from ten 

14597 minutes to a half an hour. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know how much time 
Mr. Brant spends in preparing the draft from his notes? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, it 
is phrased in the present tense. There is no testimony 
that Mr. Brant now spends any time, or has anything to do 
with the minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Mr. Broun: It is immaterial, anyhow. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well now, Mr. Brant is the recording 
secretary, is he not? A. No, sir. 
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Q. Oh, he wasn’t? A. That’s right. 

14598 Q. Well, he took the minutes of the General Body 
meeting, notes of minutes of the General Body meet¬ 
ing after April, 1937, as I understand you, didn’t he? 

Mr. Broun: Read that question back, please, Mr, Re¬ 
porter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun; What meeting, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, he has told us he 
didn’t take the minutes of the last meeting. 

Mr, Rose: I am excluding the last. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please frame your question— 
why don’t you ask him about those specific minutes, and 
then we will know what we are talking about? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know how much time Mr. 
Brant spent in writing the draft from his notes of the min¬ 
utes of the General Body meeting of May 27, 1937 ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as imma¬ 
terial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you Imow where he did that 
work? A. No, I don’t know that, Mr, Rose. 

Q. Did you ever see him copy the draft of the 

14599 minutes into the book marked “General Body Min¬ 
utes”? 

Mr. Broun: What minutes, Mr. Examiner? Draft of 
what minutes? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What minutes? 

Mr. Rose: General Body minutes. He testified what 
notes Mr. Brant takes at the meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, he may answer. 

The Witness: No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Rose: Do you knovp’ where he does that work? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, again the 
question is phrased in the present tense. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know where he did that work? 
Mr. Broun: When, Mr. Examiner, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I couldn’t swear that he did it at home, 
but I recall of him telling me one day that he would like to 
complete it today so that he could start to write them in at 
home that evening. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, do you know how long after the 
meeting of the General Body did you and Mr. Brant go 
over the draft of the minutes? A. I would say about 

14600 two or three days. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, prior to April, 1937,1 am 
referring to the change that has been mentioned, were you 
paid by the company for the time you spent at meetings of 
the General Body? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may we have that question 
read, too? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

The W’itness: That is prior to April, 1937? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, since April— 

Mr. Broun: Now, just a minute, might we have cleared 
up, Mr. Examiner, how long prior to the change that was 
the case ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, beginning with when 
and up until when were you paid by the company for at¬ 
tendance at General Body meetings? 

The Witness: From the time I became an employees’ 
representative until the change. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And that was true with refer- 

14601 ence to the time you would spend at Standing Com¬ 
mittee meetings and Joint Committee meetings? A. 

Yes, Mr. Rose, yes, the same time. 

Q. That was, that is, from 1928, when you became an em¬ 
ployees ’ representative down to the change in April, 1937 ? 
A. To the change. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 7255 

Q. Now, since the change of 1937, have you been paid by 
the Bethlehem Steel Company for any time that you spent 
at a General meeting? A. I have been paid for time spent 
in conference with management while on turn only. 

^fr. Rose: Can I have an answer to the question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: While in conference with the manage¬ 
ment only, if I am on turn. 

Mr. Broun: The question has been answered, it seems 
to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think that is answered. 

Mr. Rose: That isn’t an answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take the last General Body 
meeting that you attended, when was that? 

14602 Mr. Broun: What was your question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 

The Witness: March, 1938. 

Trial Exaininer Bloom: Was that the date of the last 
General Body meeting that you attended? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; What time of the day was that 
meeting held? 

The Witness: Two p.m. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How long did it last? 

The Witness: That one lasted until after five o’clock 
some time, I don’t know exactly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And what was your turn that 
day, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: Seven to three. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you receive any pay for 
that, for attendance at that meeting? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: None whatever? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Broun: It is understood, I assume, Mr. Examiner, 
that you, when you referred to receiving pay, you meant 
from the company? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. Did you so under¬ 
stand me? 

14603 The Witness: Yes, that is what I understood, 
yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And what turn did you say you were 
on? A. Seven to three, seven a. m. to three p. m. 

Q. And the meeting started at two o’clock, is that cor- 
i-ect? A. At two p. m. 

Q. Two p. m.? A. That’s right. 

Q. Were you paid by the company for the time from 
two to three? A. I was not. 

Q. Was Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Hough at 
that meeting? A. You are referring to the whole meet¬ 
ing, to no specific time? 

Q. I mean between two and three o’clock. A. No, they 
were not. 

Q. When did Mr. Evans or Mr. Hough or Mr. Ellicott 
come into the meeting, if any one of them did come into 
that meeting? A. The three of them came into the meet¬ 
ing on invitation, but it was toward the end of the meeting, 
I don’t know the exact time, Mr. Rose, but it was toward 
the end of the meeting, I know is wasn’t between two and 
four, I am sure of that. 

14604 Q. Were any of the representatives who attended 
that meeting on the three to eleven turn? A. Were 

there any there on the three to eleven turn? 

Q. That’s right. A. Yes, there were. 

Q* Were they paid for any time they spent at that meet¬ 
ing? A. By the management you mean? 

Q. That’s right. 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is there any showing that 
this man knows? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he doesn’t know, the obvious 
answer is that he doesn’t know, if he doesn’t know I sup¬ 
pose he will tell us. 

The Witness: That is the truth, I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were there any time cards handed 
out by any one at that meeting? A. There was not. 

Q. Was the time of any one who attended that meeting 
taken? A. You mean by us? 

Q. By any one? A. By the Plan itself? 
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Q. By any one ? A. Yes, we kept a record of the amount 
of time they were there. 

14605 Q. You mean the amount of time that the em¬ 
ployees’ representatives were there? A. That’s 

right. 

Q. Did you keep a record of the time that any one else 
was at the meeting? A. 'VVhat do you mean by any one 
else? 

Q. Well, I think yon said Mr. Evans came in in the latter 
part of the meeting? A. Yes, yes, the secretary kept a rec¬ 
ord of the time they entered the meeting, the time they left. 

Q. Were you paid by any one for the time you spent at 
that meeting? A. No, sir. 

Q. Since April, 1937, have you been paid by any one 
other than the Bethlehem Steel Company for time you 
spent at a General Body meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, does that mean all time or 
any time, part of the time, or which? 

Mr. Rose: All or any part of the time. 

The Witness: No, sir, I was not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that question isn’t clear, 
you used the word “other”, it implies that Bethlehem 
Steel Company did pay him. Were you paid by any one at 
all for the time spent at General Body meetings? 

14606 The Witness: K I was on turn. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: You say “the time spent,” which includes 
all the time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, any time spent at all, spent 
at any meetings, you see that previous question— 

Mr. Broun: Yes, but I understood your first question to 
say the time which would have included all time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well,.^if I said that, any time 
at all, I mean take all the meetings that you attended dur¬ 
ing all the time that you spent at any of those meetings 
for any of the time spent at those meetings, were you paid 
by Bethlehem Steel Company? 

The Witness: Yes, while conferring with management 
if I were on turn the day of the meeting. 

Mr. Broun: May I ask you if it is understood that “on 
turn” means during the witness’ working hours? 



7258 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, that is certainly understood, 
that has been used so many times during this proceeding. 

"What do you mean by confering with management, Mr. 
Williams, take that last meeting, if Mr. Evans had come 
into the meeting between two and three, would you 

14607 have been paid for that time? 

The Witness: Yes, if Mr. Evans and the man¬ 
agement had been in there from two to three I would have 
been paid, two to three, if he had stayed there four to 
five, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you, that is clear. 
Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) In other words, payment is from the 
time a management’s representative comes in, to the time 
he leaves, is that right? A. If on turn. 

Q. If the representative is on turn? A. On turn at the 
time they are there, yes. 

Q. And that is the general practice? A. That’s the gen¬ 
eral practice. 

Q. Since April? A. Yes. 

Q. With reference to all employees’ representatives? A. 
That’s right, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Now, with reference to the time that the manage¬ 
ment’s representative is not at the meeting, does any one 
pay you? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He has already answered that. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think that is clear, Mr. Examiner, I 
would just like to clear it up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell him again. 

The Witness: Not as yet, but arrangements are 

14608 being made to pay them from the funds of the Plan. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What do you mean by that? 
A. In other words, we are making arrangements to pay a 
representative for attending General Body meetings, by 
that I mean time that he may have lost from work. I can’t 
really tell you what is going to come out of it because it 
isn’t settled now, it is in the making now, it is impossible 
for me to predict the outcome of it. 

Q. Now, with reference to the method in which payment 
has been made since April, 1937, is that true with respect 
to Joint Committee meetings? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And also with respect— 
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Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, is that clear? How 
can that be clear, Joint Committee is a different thing from 
the General Body? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us the method 
of payment for attendance at Joint Committee meetings, 
if any. 

The Witness: You are paid for time spent conferring 
with management. 

Mr. Broun: May we find out, Mr. Examiner, if that is 
true, if the representative is on turn, as it was with the 
General Body, or not? 

14609 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is that true only if 
you are on turn? 

The Witness; That is my understanding of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, now, you say ‘^conferring 
with management.” Does that mean that if you have a 
Joint Committee meeting, would that be, is that construed 
as being conferring with management? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Whereas the five representa¬ 
tives, employees’ representatives, sit down with the five 
management’s representatives in Joint Committee meet¬ 
ings, is that conferring with management, so as to entitle 
you to payment? When I say “you”, of course I mean 
an employees’ representative who is a member of the Joint 
Committee. 

The Witness: That’s the way I understand it, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: So that you would then, if you 
were on turn, receive pay for the entire length of the meet¬ 
ing, if the meeting ran during your turn? 

The Witness: Yes, that’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Or does that— 

Mr. Broun: You mean if it ran entirely within his turn? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Entirely within his turn. 

14610 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Or does that depend on when 
Mr. Evans or Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Hough would come 

into the meeting— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He already answered that, Mr. 
Rose, he said— I 

Mr. Rose: Can I have an answer to the last question? I 
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Mr. Broun: I object to the question, as you pointed out, 
he just answered it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He just answered the question, 
Mr. Rose, I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Now, what is the practice with refer¬ 
ence to Standing Committees? A. Standing Committees 
would only be paid while conferring with management, if 
on turn. 

Q. And that means, I gather from what you have said, 
that if the representative is on turn he gets paid from the 
time the management’s representative comes in, up to the 
time the management’s representative leaves, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. If he would be on turn? 

Q. That’s right. A. During that period? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question should be cleared 
up, the question as asked assumes that a management rep¬ 
resentative comes in. 

14611 Mr. Rose: I said “if.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Obviously, if a manage¬ 
ment’s representative doesn’t come in to a Standing Com¬ 
mittee meeting you don’t get any pay, is that correct? 

The Witness; True, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If he does come in, you get time 
from the time he is in the room? 

The Witness: If he is invited in by the committee to con¬ 
fer with it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You have referred to a Mr. E. L. 
Roberts, who is he? A. What do you mean by “who is 
he”? 

Q. I mean, what position does he hold with the company? 
A. I don’t know that. 

Q. Has he ever been called superintendent of Industrial 
Relations, Assistant Superintendent of Industrial Rela¬ 
tions; has he ever been called that? A. Has he ever been 
called that? 

Q. Assistant Superintendent of Industrial Relations? A. 
You mean has he been called that? 

Q. Yes. A. I don’t know that. 

Q. I show you Board’s Exhibit 10, Mr. Williams, and 
ask you whether you received a card similar to that 

14612 some time in 1937 ? 
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(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10 was passed to the i 
witness.) 

A. Yes, I did. 

Q. How many of such cards were distributed, do you 
know? A. No, I don’t, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Who printed those cards? A. That I don’t know. 

Q. "Well, how did you receive the card? A. Through inter¬ 
plant mail. 

Q. Who put them in inter-plant mail? A, That I don’t 
know. 

Q. Now, you have stated you were a chief messenger? A, 
Yes, eighteen years ago, too. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. Eighteen years ago. 

Q. Well, was that prior to the time the Bethlehem Steel 
Company operated the plant, if you know? A. I think it 
was. 

Q. Can you very briefly tell us what your duties as chief 
messenger were at that time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are not interested in that 
prior to the time that Bethlehem took it over. 

14613 Mr. Rose: Well, respondents brought this out, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t care. Go on to some¬ 
thing else. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know whether the inter-plant 
mail of the Bethlehem Steel Company was the same as the | 
inter-plant mail was at the time that you were chief mes¬ 
senger ? A. I don’t see how they could possibly change it a 
whole lot. 

Q. Were you ever chief messenger since that time? 

Mr. Broun: What time? 

The Witness: Since the time I quit chief messenger? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

The Witness: No, I quit it for a better job. 

Q. (By Mr. Bose) Were the minutes of the General Body 
meetings a complete statement of everything that was said 
at the particular meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what does that mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that whether 
the minutes— 

Mr. Broun: Does that mean word for word, every word 
that was said? 
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14614 Mr, Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean whether they 
were verbatim reports, just the same as these court re¬ 
porters are taking down every pearl of wisdom that we are 
all dropping here? 

Mr. Rose: That's right. 

The Witness: No, I wouldn't say they were, and I hope 
if the—if a word was mis-spelled that we would catch it the 
next time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We hope so, too, in our record, 
we don't always, though. 

The Witness: Well, I guess that happens in all records. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) As I understand it, either Mr. Brant 
or Mr. Fisher, whoever happened to have the particular 
job at the time, took notes of what went on at the General 
Body meetings, is that correct ? A. Made a record of what 
went on in the General Body meeting, yes. Now, I don’t 
know whether they are called notes or minutes, any more, 
I have heard this notes and minutes so much that I am all 
balled up on it, I don’t know what a note is from a minute 
any more. 

Q. And the draft of the minutes that he prepared was 
his summary of what occurred at the meeting, is that 

14615 correct? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, why should Mr. 
Rose have to characterize— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Broun: And it seems— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, what was the draft of the min¬ 
utes? A. An accurate— 

Q. How did it set forth what occurred at the meetings? A. 
A correct statement of what occurred at the meeting. 

Q. It was a summary of what occurred at the meetings, 
was it not? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that again, Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Rose: I think I have a perfect right to go into this. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have gone all over this once, 

Mr. Broun: Once, Mr. Examiner, is a mild statement. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How many times do you have to 
go over the same ground? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I have something else in mind. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; All right, go ahead. Well, every¬ 
thing that you have in mind about the minutes, please get 
it over at once. 

Mr. Rose: I will make an effort to do that, Mr, Ex¬ 
aminer. 

14616 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is fine. Read 
the pending question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, answer it. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t want to repeat objec¬ 
tions, I just want it understood that I did object to the ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I understood. 

The Witness: I wouldn’t say it was a summary, no. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you— A. Because if a un¬ 
derstand a summary right, I could argue here with Mr. 
Bloom for an hour and you could take a note on it and mark 
down “they argued for an hour about how old they were”, 
and again you could set there and write two pages on what 
wc said back and forth, so I can’t agree with that sum¬ 
mary. 

14617 Q. What Avould you call it? 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Examiner, he has called it, I 
don’t know how many times— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not going to have 
any more of this, we have gone over this several times, 
Mr. Rose. Now get on to something else, if you have a 
point get to the point. 

Mr. Rose; Well, I can’t get to it until I ask this ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this has been gone over 
on CTX)ss examination with this witness. Now I am not 
going to have it repeated, he has told us how these minutes 
were prepared, if you have a question to ask ask it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to the Joint Com¬ 
mittee meetings since April, 1937,1 am not clear, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, as to who attends the meetings and makes a record 
of what occurs, or takes notes, whichever you want to call 
it? A. That is at present? 

Q. Since April, 1937. A. April, 1937? 
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Q. Joint Committee meetings, A. The secretary of the 
Joint Committee will make those notes or minutes. 

14618 Q. Does the Plan have any record of the names of 
the employees’ representatives and the departments 

they represent for the Plan Year 1937-1938? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I object to that ques¬ 
tion as assuming a state of facts not in evidence. The wit¬ 
ness has testified that the employees’ representatives rep¬ 
resent the men, not a department, elected from units com¬ 
prised. as I understood him to say, sometimes depart¬ 
ments or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that what you had in mind ? 
Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Sometimes they used groups of depart¬ 
ments. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Answer Mr. Broun’s question 
then, will you, please? 

Mr. Broun: T didn’t understand I had a question. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Broun’s amendment 
to Mr. Rose’s question. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I believe it does. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you produce such records? 
A. T, would I? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I think that is the secretary’s job. 

Mr, Rose: Mr. Jones, do you have such a record in the 
room? 

14619 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I am not clear what 
sort of a record we are talking about yet. The wit¬ 
ness answered an amendment to Mr. Rose’s question which 
you stated I stated w'hen I was objecting to the question. 
I don’t think it is at all clear what the witness’ answer 
applies to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is very obvious he is talking 
about a record of the representatives for the Plan Year 
’37 and ’38, and from what departments they were elected, 
what voting divisions, which I assume would be the tech¬ 
nical term. Suppose you rephrase the question. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, since there is so much 
doubt about the thing why don’t we strike it out? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, strike the pending 
(Uiestion. Rephrase it. 
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Mr. Rose: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Whereupon, there was a discussion held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mentioned a man by the name of 
Brady as a representative. A. Who? 

Q. Brady. A. Brady? 

14620 Q. Yes. A. I mentioned him? 

Q. That’s right. A. At what time? 

^[r. Rose: Page 17827: “Question. (By Mr. Broun) 
Did Mr. Keller or Mr. Burns say anything to you about 
the vote at the meeting on any subject? 

“Answer. Yes, sir, he did. He talked to me about the 
vote on an alternate for the trustee in the relief plan. He 
told me the vote being four to one for Mr, Underwood, and 
he jumped me, and wanted to know how the hell that ever 
got out. At that time I understand that Mr. Brady had 
talked to him about the four to one vote, and he asked me 
if I knew how in the hell Brady found that out.” 

The Witness: I am clear now. 

Mr, Rose: That is the Brady I refer to. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know his first name? A. Pat. 

Q. Would it be Patrick? A. Yes, I guess it would be 
Patrick. 

Q. What department did he represent at that time? A. 
Miscellaneous, 

14621 Q. And what comes under miscellaneous, what did 
come under miscellaneous? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there we get the same thing 
again, Mr, Rose asks what department he represents and 
the witness has testified that the representative represents 
men, it doesn’t seem to me it is fair to ask questions of that 
sort and have the witness testify that way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Why don’t you ask him what 
departments comprise the voting division from which the 
man was elected? 

Mr. Rose: I will call it the voting division. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then there is no question 
about it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) From what voting division had he 
been elected! A. What we call the miscellaneous, com¬ 
prised of the watchmen, a drawing room, safety depart¬ 
ment, telephone girls, nurses, relief, purchasing stores, that 
is all I can think of, I am pretty sure, I am pretty near 
sure that that is pretty near covering it. 

Q. Now, with reference to the annual conference, you 
referred to in February, 1937, do you recall how long the 
conference lasted? A. I believe in the neighborhood of 
10:30, 11 o'clock, somewhere in there, p. m. 

14622 Q. From w’hen, did you say? A. You asked me 
what time? 

Q. How long it lasted. A. Oh, I’d say till about ten, 
between ten-thirty, I’d say, and eleven p. m., somewhere in 
there. 

Q. Well, when did it start ? A. It started at, I am not 
sure whether it was 6:30 or 7, Mr. Rose, I am not sure now. 

Q. In the evening? A. Yes, p. m. 

Q. And did you pay for the dinner you say you received 
at that conference? A. Did I pay for it? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I didn’t, you mean in money? 

Q. That’s right. A. No; no, I didn’t. 

Q. Were you paid by the Bethlehem Steel Company for 
the time you spent in attending that conference? A. Yes, I 
believe I was, yes. 

Q. Now for the 1937-38 Plan Year, could you tell us the 
names of the chairman of each of the Joint Committees, 
and I will show you Board’s Exhibit 10 for Identification, 
if you need it, to refresh your recollection? A. No, 

14623 I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that. Board’s 
Exhibit 10 for Identification? 

Mr. Rose: In evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you just call them Board’s 
exhibits, I think you will be on safer ground, once they are 
in evidence they are just exhibits. 

The Witness: I don’t think I can even do that looking 
at this, I will try. Now you are referring to Standing 
Committees? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) No, just Joint Committees A. Just 
Joint Committees? 
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Q. Yes. A. I don’t know, No. 1—don’t know No. 1. 
No. 2 is H. E. Trout. 

Q. *\Vho is he? A. Who is he? What do you mean by 
“who is he”? 

Q. I mean, what position did he hold with the company. 
A. I don’t know. 

Q. Was he superintendent of the railroad— A. I don’t 
know whether that is the title or not. 

Q. —railroad division? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Was he a superintendent? A. He was a manage¬ 
ment’s regular representative. 

14624 Q. Yes? A. Will that answer it? 

Q. Yes, that’s right. A. Yes, I don’t know No. 3 
and I don’t know No. 4. No. 5 was myself. I never made 
it a point to know that, there was no reason for me to 
memorize the names. 

Q. Y'ou, on your direct testimony, I believe referred to 
meetings held under the Plan outside the plant. A. Yes. 
Q. How many of such meetings were there? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, when? What period? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I assume counsel is re¬ 
ferring to the same period as the witness referred to. He 
did not give any at the time you asked him a general 
question, Mr. Broun. He answered a general question, 
and we are still on a general question. 

14625 The Witness: I would not know the exact number, 
because there could have been some of them held 

that I did not know anything about. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I am referring to the ones you at¬ 
tended. A. That I know about? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you were not telling us 
anything about the ones you did not know anything about, 
I assume? 

The Witness: That is true, I know about six. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When did these meetings occur? A. 
Two of them occurred shortly after I had received the 
notification or—of this hearing. 

Q. Can you give us an approximate date, the n'.^nth or 
year? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The year is— 

The Witness: 1937. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that we should 
not have an approximation in this case as to the date the 
notices of hearing were. They are i)art of the record in 
the case. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I want to find cut when the meetings 
were. A. Well, the first one was about a week— 

14626 about a week after I had received that notification. 
I just cannot think of the exact date I received that, 

or the month—maybe you could suggest it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the hearing started— 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) Was it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me. Go on. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was it the month of September, 
1937? A. 1 believe that sounds—I think I received the 
notification the last part of August and—yes. The two 
meetings in the early part of September with Mr. D, P. 
Weimer, at the home of Percy Grumbling. 

Q. Who else was present? A. Members of No. 1 Stand¬ 
ing Committee. 

Q. At both meetings? A. Yes. 

Q. Were minutes taken of those two meetings? A. I 
don’t know that. I was not in charge of the meeting. 

Q. Well, at the General Body meeting after those two 
meetings, were any minutes of those meetings read? A. 
Not that I recall, Mr. Rose. A report was made to the 
General Body, but I just cannot recall whether it was oral 
or whether it was a report from a set of minutes. 

Q. But you know that no minutes were read? 

14627 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the vdtness did not 
say any such thing. He just said he did not recall. 

I think counsel’s question is entirely unfair. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous answer and 
question. 

(The reporter repeated the previous question and an¬ 
swer as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you recall at what meeting 
of the General Body that report was made? A. Yes, at 
the General Body meeting of September, 1937. 
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Q. Do you know if there are any records in this room j 
from which you could refresh your recollection as to j 
whether minutes of the meeting at the home of Percy j 
Grumbling, which you referred to, were read at the Gen- j 
eral Body meeting in September, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that 
that question is again assuming a state of facts which is 
entirely contrary to what the witness has just testified to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In what respect? 

Mr. Broun: Have it read back, please, if you will, so I 
can point out in what respect 

14628 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw the objection. I misunderstood 
the question. 

The Witness: I do not 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, is there any book in this room 
which might contain minutes of the General Body meeting 
of September, 1937 ? A. Yes, that is possible. 

Q. Would you look at that book to refresh your recollec¬ 
tion? A, Maybe you had better ask Mr. Rose just to see 
if he will hand it to you. 

Mr. Rose: You mean, Mr. Jones. 

The Witness: I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Rose: May I show the witness that book, Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Rose, I do not know if I have that book 
among these books or not, but even if I did have, they are 
not in evidence. 

Mr. Rose: You would not permit me to use that book 
for the purpose of refreshing this witness’ recollection? 

Mr. Jones: That is correct. ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones, it is none of my af- | 
fair one way or another, but all this may mean that this | 
witness may have to be recalled some day and the I 

14629 same ground covered all over again. I don’t know I 

whether you have considered it in that light. i 

Mr. Jones; Well, I will have to take that chance, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. Go ahead, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, you told us about two meetings. 
When w’ere the other four meetings held, if there were four? 





7270 BETH. STEEL* CO. ET AL. VS. NATL*. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Mr. Broun: I assume Mr. Rose means the other four 
that the witness referred to that he knew of. 

Mr. Rose: He said there were six that he knew of. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us about the two, and 
Mr, Rose’s present question is directed to the other four. 
Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: A meeting of the Finance Committee to 
organize at the home of Mr. Betz. Now, I was not at that 
meeting, but Mr. Betz told me that he had held that meet¬ 
ing, and two meetings w^hich were held in the oflSce of Mr. 
Weimcr with members of the No. 1 Standing Committee, 
and Mr. Jones. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When were those meetings? 
The Witness: Either the latter part of Februaiy, 1938, 
or the early part of March, 1938. I do not know the exact 
date; and those two were not held on consecutive 

14630 nights, but in between there there was a meeting 
held at the home of Percy Grumbling, by the mem¬ 
bers of the No. 1 Standing Committee. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did anybody else attend that meet¬ 
ing at the home of Percy Grumbling besides yourself and 
the members of the No. 1 Standing Committee? A. That 
is one, that is the one I just referred to. 

Q. That is right. A. I did not say I was at that. 

Q. Oh, I am sorry. I thought you said you were at that 
one. A. No, I was not there. 

Q. Was anyone else there besides the members of the 
No. 1 Standing Committee? 

Mr. Jones: I object to that. There is no showing that 
he knows who else was there. 

Mr. Rose: I am asking him if he knows. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: No, I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were there any minutes taken of the 
meeting of the Finance Committee at the home of Mr, Betz? 
A. That I could not answer. I was not at that meeting. 
Q. I don’t think you fixed the time, or the approximate 
time, when that meeting was held. Would you mind 

14631 doing that—the Finance Committee meeting at the 
home of Mr. Betz? A. I would assume that it was 

around, some time in August—around that time—^in the 
month of August. 
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Q. At the General Body meeting that followed the meet¬ 
ing of the Finance Committee at the home of Mr. Betz, 
were there any minutes of the meeting of that Finance 
Committee read? A. No, I do not think there was, Mr. 
Rose. 

Q. When you referred to the two meetings held in the 
office of Mr. Weimer, with the No. 1 Standing Committee 
and with Mr. Jones, the Mr. Weimer referred to as the 
Mr. Weimer who appeared as one of the attorneys for the 
Plan in this proceeding— A. That is right. But he is not 
in town, or was not at that time. 

Q. Were there any minutes taken of those two meetings? 
A. Yes. Yes, there was. 

Q. Who took the minutes? A. The secretary of the 
committee. 

Q. And were they read at the General Body meeting 
following the holding of those meetings? A. No, they were 
not. 

Q. At those two meetings was the present hearing dis¬ 
cussed ? 

14()32 Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, will you kindly 
tell me what that question means? Do you refer to 
this case? 

Mr. Rose: Of course. I refer to the charges in this 
proceeding. 

Mr. Broun: You referred to what charges in this pro¬ 
ceeding? —well, all right. 

The Witness: No. They were held in regards to the 
election. j 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Oh, I see. That was—you mean, 
with regard to holding the elections—^the nominations on I 
a Wednesday instead of a Monday? A. They were part 
of the business. 

Q. They were conferences with your lawyer? A. That 
is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : 7:30 tonight. 

(Whereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
to 7:30 o’clock p. m.) 
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14636 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at 7:30 p.m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Foreman. 

Clarence A. Foreman a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, Mr. Fore¬ 
man? A. Clarence A. Foreman. 

Q. How do you spell your last name? A. F-o-r-e-m-a-n. 
Q. What is your address? A. 717 Yoder Street. 

Q. Yoder Street? A. Yoder Street. 

Q. Is that Johnstown? A. City. 

Q. What’s your occupation, Mr. Foreman? A. Carpen¬ 
ter. 

Q. Where are you employed? A. I am employed 

14637 outside the mill now in real estate. 

Q. WeU, for whom do you work? A. Under what 
department? 

Q. Yes. A. Maintenance. 

Q. At the Cambria Plant, Bethlehem Steel Company, is 
that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever serve as a teller? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the elections held under the Plan of Representa¬ 
tion? A. Y'es, sir. 

Q. Did you serve as a teller in the month of March, 1937 ? 
A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Where was the polling place? A. Axle Plant. 

Q. At the Axle Plant? A. Axle Plant. 

Q. Was that for both the nominations and the elections? 
A. Both the same. 

Mr. Shawe: Weil, excuse me, Mr. Foreman, would you 
mind speaking a little louder please I can’t hear you? 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead, Mr. Ford. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did other tellers serve with 

14638 you? A. Yes, sir. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR KEL. BOARD. 7273 

Q. At the Axle Plant ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In March, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What were the names of the other tellers? A. I can’t 
say the names now. 

Q. W'ell, do you know whether or not John Zeman was 
one of them? A. John Zeman was one of them. 

Q. Do you know the name of the other man? A. I just 
forget it now, but he sits right there (pointing.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is he here now? 

The Witness: Eight there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: WTiich one? 

The W'itness: Right there at the post. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which side of the post? 

The Witness: Right there he is. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) That is Mr. Shadle? A. Shadle. 

Q. Do you know how to spell his name? A. No, I don’t. 

Q. W"ere there any other tellers at either the nomina¬ 
tions or elections in March, 1937, at the polling place 

14639 where you served? A. Just those three. 

Q, Just the three of you? A. Just the three of us. 

Q. Did you men have a list of the eligible voters? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was that list kept while the polling was being 
conducted? A. At the desk. 

Q. Did any of you men take that list away from the 
polling place while the election was going on? A. No, we 
did not. 

Q. Or the nominations? A. No, we did not. 

Q. Did any one of you three men prepare a list of the 
men who hadn’t voted ? A. Shadle did. 

Q. At that time? A. Shadle did. 

Q. Shadle? A. Yes. 

Q, Did John Zeman prepare any such list at any time 
that you were there? A. Not that I seen. 

Q. Did he prepare any list of men at any time I 

14640 that you were there ? A. Not that I seen. | 

Q. WTiat, if anything, did Mr. Shadle do with this 
list of men that he had prepared? A. WTiat did you say? 

Q. WTiat, if anything, did Mr, Shadle do with the list that 
he prepared after he prepared it? A. Well, we took it out 
with us, out when we went out to get the votes. 
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Q. Well, was that list ever given to John Zeman as far 
as you know? A. Not that I know of. 

Q. "What were Zeman’s duties at the polling place? A. 
Well, I’d say he was the judge of the election because he 
had the key to the box and all. 

Q. Now, I believe you said that you took the list out 
away from the polling place, is that right, this list that 
had been prepared by Mr. Shadle? A. Yes, sir, we took 
it out with us when we went out. 

Q. Well, what did you do with it after you came back 
with it ? A. Gave it back to Shadle and he come back. 

Q. And just what did you do with the list when you left 
the polling place, where did you go? A. Out through 

14641 the department. 

Q. "VlTiat did you do out there? A. I asked the men 
to come in and vote, if they wanted to. 

Q. How did you find out the names of the men that you 
spoke to? A. Well, we just asked them whether they had 
voted and then asked their names, and we checked them off 
the list. 

Q. Well, was there anybody with you as you went out? 
A. T believe Shadle was with me once or twice, I couldn’t 
say which. 

Q. Did you go out alone at any time? A. Yes, I went out 
alone. 

Q. And did he go out alone with the list at any time? 
A. Yes, he was out alone, 

Q. Did you speak to any foreman about the men voting? 
A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. At any time? A. No. 

Q. During the nominations or elections? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you hear Shadle speak to any of the foremen 
about the men voting at any time? A. No, I didn’t. 

14642 Q. Did you give the list to any foreman? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. At the time? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you give the list to anybody except to Shadle 
when you returned it to him? A. No, I did not, I give 
it to him. 

Q. Did you speak to any clerk about the men who hadn’t 
voted? A. At the election? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I didn’t. 
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Q. Did you give this list or any list of men to any of 
the clerks up in that department? A. Where? 

Q. Either nominations or election? A. Axle Depart¬ 
ment ? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. Did Shadle give the list to any of the clerks in the 
department, as far as you know? A. Not as far as I know. 

Q. Did he speak to any of the clerks in the department 
about the men voting, as far as you know? A. Not concern¬ 
ing the election. 

14643 Q. Did you have a small ballot box at that polling 
place, either at the nominations or elections, Mr. 

Foreman? A. Not that I can recall, we didn’t. 

Q. Did Zeman speak to any foreman about the men vot¬ 
ing, as far as you know? A. Not as far as I know, he 
didn’t. 

Q. Did he speak to any of the clerks up there about the 
men voting, as far as you know? A. Not as far as I know. 
Mr. Ford: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any questions? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes, sir. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Foreman, who was the fore¬ 
man in the axle plant where the nominations and elections 
were held in 1937? A. Well, that I can’t tell you, I don’t 
know, I don’t know his name. 

Q. Well, did you know him? A. No, sir. 

Q. At the time the elections and nominations were held 
in 1937? A. No, I didn’t. 

Q. Do you know who the clerk was? A. No. 

14644 Q. Just a minute. A, I don’t recall. 

Q. Just a minute; do you know who the clerk was 
in the Axle Plant during the nominations and elections in 
1937? A. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mi*. Ford: The answer to that is “no”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer is “no”. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What did you say with reference to 
this list that was prepared of the men who had not voted? 

Mr. Ford: I don’t think the witness testified that he 
said anything about that. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He said something. 

The Witness: T\Tiat for list? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did yon say that someone, either 
you or Mr. Zeman or Mr. Shadle, I don^t know which one— 
A. Shadle. 

Q. What did he do? A. He prepared a list of what 
hadn’t voted. 

Q. A list of men vrho had not voted? A. Yes, sir, who 
hadn’t voted. 

Q. Why did he do that? A. So we could take it up 
with—so we could take it out with us. 

Q. Take it out where? A. Out through the plant. 

14645 Q. And "what would do with the list when you 
went out to the plant, into the plant? A. Well, when 

we found the man that didn’t vote, why, we marked him 
off there then and we know’d who voted and who didn’t. 

Q. You mean you would go around to each man that was 
w'orking at that time and asked them if they had voted, 
or not ? A. Asked them to come in and vote if they wanted 
to vote. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you don’t mean that you 
went to everybody? 

The Witness: No 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or the men whose names -were 
on the list, the list of those who hadn’t voted, is that it? 
The Witness: Hadn’t voted. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you know the men who hadn’t 
voted? A. No, sir, I did not know them. 

Q. Then how would you know who to go to and ask them 
if they had voted, or not? A. Well, we would ask their 
names. 

Q. Then you had to go to everybody, wouldn’t you, to find 
out the names of the ones who hadn’t voted, you 

14646 would have to go to every one to find those names, 
wouldn’t you? A. No, we didn’t exactly go to every¬ 
body. 

Q. Well, you went to most everybody, didn’t you? A. 
The ones we thought hadn’t voted, the way we went. 

Q. Tell me exactly what you would say to them when you 
would go up to them? A. Asked them if they cared to vote, 
If they wanted to, to come in and vote. 

Q. And then what would they do if they cared to vote? 
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A. Well, they would came in and vote then, if they wanted. 
Q. Leave their job and come in and vote? A. I guess 
they’d have to leave it. 

14647 Q. Now, from what did Mr, Shadle make this list? 
A. From the list that was in the ballot box. 

Q. What kind of a list was in the ballot box? A. A 
list of the eligible voters. 

Q. Where did you get that list of eligible voters ? A, Out 
of the ballot box. 

Q. And who put it in the ballot box? A. I don’t know 
who put it in the ballot box. I cannot tell you. 

Q. Was it in the ballot bax when you first got the ballot 
box ? A. Ves, it was, when I first got the ballot box. 

Q. Was it a printed list? A. Yes, a printed list. 

Q. Were the check numbers of the men on the list? A. 
Ves. 

Q. Approximately how many names were on that list? , 
A. That is more than I can tell you. 

Q. Can you give me any idea? A. No. 

Q. How many sheets were there, if there was more than 
one sheet ? A. There was more than one sheet, I will say 
that. 

Q. Well, supposing a man who had not voted, was not 
working on the turn when you went around and in- 

14648 quired if these men had voted. What would you do t 

A. We couldn’t do anything. He w'asn’t there to 

vote. 

Q. Would you wait for him to come out on turn ? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. How long did you serve as a teller during the nomina¬ 
tions and elections in 1937? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean how many days? 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How many days and hours each 
day ? A. I cannot tell you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take the nominations. Do you 
recall how many days they lasted? 

The Witness: One day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And how many days did the 
elections run? 

The Witness: I believe we served two days. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall what time in the 
morning you started in on the day of the nominations? | 
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The Witness: Six o’clock. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And how long did you run? Do 

vou recall that ? 

•• 

The Witness: Till after the eleven o’clock turn came on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Eleven o’clock that night? 

The Witness: That evening. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: From six in the morning 
till eleven at night? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then you were on some time 
during the day during each of the three turns; is that 
correct ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that true also of the elec¬ 
tions ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, would you go around with this 
list that Mr. Shadle had prepared some time during each 
of the three turns? A. Yes, if we thought somebody did 
not vote. 

Q. In other words, you would take the seven to three 
turn and go around with the list; then when the three 
o’clock turn came around you would go to the three to 
eleven shift? A. Sure, if they did not come in. 

Q. And then, the eleven to seven? A. We tried to get 
everybody. We did not compel anybody, though. 

Q. Were you an employees’ representative during the 
Plan Year 1936 and 1937? A. No, sir. 

Q. How did you happen to be on the Election 
14650 Board? A. I got a letter to serve on the Election 
Board. 

Q. A letter? A. Yes. 

Q. From whom? A. A representative. 

Q. MTiat did the letter say? A. I was requested to serve 
on the Board. 

Q. Was it a typewritten letter? A. No, I believe it was 
written. 

Q. Was it mimeographed? A. No, it was not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know what mimeo- 
graphing— 

The Witness: It was a regular letter, filled out with pen 
and ink. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) But some parts were typed in or 
printed;^ A. It was printed in— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wliy not show Mr, Foreman 
what mimeog:raphing is. This (indicating) is what is known 
as mimeographing. 

The Witness: I don’t think it is that. 

Q. (By ^rr. Shawe) Did you receive that letter notify¬ 
ing you to serve on this Election Board through inter-plant 
mail? A. I don’t know how it came. 

14651 Q. Were you paid for the time you served as a 
teller during the nominations and elections? A. Yes. 

Q. Who paid you? A. Bethlehem, I guess. 

Q. At what rate were you paid? A. Regular rate. 

Q. Were you paid for all the time you served as a teller 
(luring the nominations and elections? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. Were you paid time and a half for all overtime you 
put in? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was considered time and a half during the elec¬ 
tions and nominations? A. Anything over eight hours. 

Q. In other words, anything you put in over eight hours 
von were paid time and a half? A. Yes, sir, time and a 
iialf. 

Q. What did you do with the list of eligible voters you 
said was in the ballot box at the time you first got the 
l)a!lot box after the polls were closed? A. We put them 
linck in the ballot box. 

Q. What did you do with the ballot box? A. Turned it 
over to the committee. 

14652 Q. Where did you turn it over to the committee? 
A. At the stables. 

Q. Which stables ? A. The company stables. It used to 
be the old stables. It is a garage now. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Bunn? A. I know him to see him. 
That is all. 

Q. Howard Bunn? A. Howard Bunn. 

Q. Who is he? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Has he an office in that garage where you took the 
ballot box? A. I suppose he does. 

Q. That is where he works, isn’t it? A. That is where 
he works. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford. 
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Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Foreman, will you look at 
Board’s Exhibit No. 11 and tell me whether or not the 
letter you received in 1937 announcing your appointment 
to the Election Board was or was not similar to that? A. 
It was similar to this, yes. 

Mr. Shawe: May I see that, Mr. Ford? 

14653 Mr. Ford: Yes. 

(Board’s Exhibit No. 11 was passed to Mr. Shawe.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) And all of the answers you have 
given to the questions that Mr. Shawe has asked was with 
reference to the the 1937 election; is that right? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Mr. Shawe: What is the last question and answer, Mr. 
Reporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: With reference to the 1937 elec¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Shawe: What was with reference to the 1937 elec¬ 
tion? 

Tria^ Examiner Bloom: The questions and answers he 
asked. 

Mr. Ford: May I ask one or two further questions? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Ford) I think you said this list of eligible* 
voters was printed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He did not say printed, he said 
typewritten—I think he did. 

Mr. Ford: Let us find out. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) That list of eligible voters, was it 
printed or typewritten, the names on the list? A. I believe 
is was typewritten. 

14654 Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further? 

Mr, Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you, Mr. Foreman. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you, Mr. Foreman. 

(Witness excused.) 
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Dwight E. Shadle a witness called by and on behalf of j 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is vour full namef A. Dwight 
E. Shadle. 

Q. How do you spell your first name? A. D-w-i-g-h-t. 

Q. How do you spell your last name? A. S-h-a-d-l-e. 

Q. What is your home address ? A. 308 Eberhart Street. 

Q. Is that Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. \Miat is your occupation, Mr. Shadle? A. Machine 
hand. 

Q. Whore are you employed? A. Cambria Plant, Beth 
Steel, 

14655 Q. In what department were you employed in the 
month of March, 1937? A. Forge and Axle Plant. 

Q. F-o-r-g-e? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you serve as a teller in the nominations and elec¬ 
tions in the month of March, 1937? A. I did, yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you serve? A. Forge and Axle. 

Q. In what divisions were the men employed that voted 
at that polling place? A. Forge and Axle Department 
only. 

Q. Is file Forge and Axle Department, or was the Forge 
and Axle Department at that time divided up into divi¬ 
sions? A. Three divisions, shop, forge and heating de¬ 
partment. 

y. And did the men w’ho voted at the polling place where 
you served as a teller work in all three of those depart¬ 
ments? A. All three of those departments. 

Q. Who served with you? A. John Zeman and Clarence 
Foreman. 

Q. That was at both the nominations and elections? A. 
Both the nominations and elections. 

14656 Q. In March, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have a list of the eligible voters at both 
the nominations and elections? A. Yes. 

Q. In March, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. During the polling—that is, while the polls were open, 
where was that list kept ? A. It was kept on the table. 

Q. At the polling place? A. Yes. 
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Q. Did you prepare another list during the course of 
the nominations and the elections? A. I did. 

Q. How did you do that? A. Took the—when a man 
voted we put an strike bej'ond his name. Any man 
that did not vote, I took his check number and went out to 
get him. 

Q. Did you know many of the men or any of the men that 
voted at that polling place? A. I knew the majority, be¬ 
cause I worked for fifteen years in that department. 

Q. What did you say to them when you went up to them ? 
A. I asked them if they were going to vote. 

14657 Q. "What did you do with the list you prepared? 
A. I kept it in my pocket until I went out for lunch. 

Q. What did you do with it then ? A. Give it to Clarence 
Foreman. 

Q. Did John Zeman prepare any such list, as far as you 
know? A. Not lo my knowledge, no. 

Did you ever give him the list that you prepared? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. When you went out to speak to the men, did you speak 
to any foremen about the men voting? A. No, sir. 

ii. Did you speak to any clerks about the men voting? 
A. No. 

Q. Did ^Ir. Zeman speak to any foreman about the men 
voting, as far as you know? A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Did Mr. Zeman speak to any clerks about the men 
voting as far as you know? A. Not that I know. 

Q. Did Mr. Foreman speak to any of the foremen about 
the men voting, as far as you know? A. Not as far as I 
know. 

Q. Did he speak to any of the clerks about the men vot¬ 
ing as far as you know? A. No, not that I know. 
HG58 Mr. Ford: Will you read the last six or seven 
questions please, Mr. Eeporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(MHiereupon, a discussion was held oif the record.) 

(The reporter repeated the following questions and an¬ 
swers : 

“Q. Did John Zeman prepare any such list, as far as 
you know? 

*‘A. Not to my knowledge, no. 
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*‘Q. Did you ever give him the list that you prepared? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. When you went out to speak to the men, did you 
speak to any foreman about the men voting? 

*‘A. No, sir, 

“Q. Did you speak to any clerks about the men voting? 

“A. No. 

“Q. Did Mr. Zeman speak to any foreman about the men 
voting, as far as you know? 

“A. Not to my knowledge. 

“Q. Did Mr, Zeman speak to any clerks about the men 
voting as far as you know?”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you turn in the list you 
14659 had or any other list over to the foreman at any 
time? A. No. 

Q. Did you turn in the list you had or any other list 
to the clerks at any time—that is, any list of the men? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Did Clarence Foreman turn over the list you had pre¬ 
pared, or any other list, to any of the foremen, as far as 
yon know? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he turn over the list you prepared, or any other 
list, to any of the clerks, so far as you know? A. No, sir. 

ii. Did John Zeman turn over any list to any foreman or 
clerk, so far as you know? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Ford: No further <iuestions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any cross? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr, Shawe) Where in the actual plant did the 
men vote during the nominations and elections in 1937 ? 
A. Axle Plant office—^what we call the foreign inspector. 

Q. Who occupies that ofl&ce generally? A. No 
34660 one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, at the present 
time or in March, 1937 ? 

Mr. Shawe: I am referring to March. March, 1937. 

The Witness: At that time it was left open for the in¬ 
spectors. When they got men here they went in there and 
did their work. 
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14661 Q- Inspectors did their work in tile office where 
you held the noiuinalious and eicctioiis ’ A. Prior to 

that ni^cht, the day of the elections. 

Q. The day before the nominations and elections? A. 
The dav before—I could not tell vou. I was not there. 

Q. What is a foreii^n insi^ector? A. For instance, a 
P. R. E. man. 

Q. What is a P. K. R. man? A. Who works for the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, a foreign man is anv man outside 
of Retii. Steel. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Do vou mean bv that, someone 
Beth. Steel mak(‘s material for, and they come in and 
inspect the jiroducts before they are delivered out? 

(Ry Shawe) So that office is Bethlehem Steel 
properly, is it not ? A. ^'es, sir. 

14662 (t>. Now, this list whicli I believe you prepared 
fi’om the list of elijiible vot(Ms, did you prejiare a 

similar list both for the nominations and foi* the elections? 
A. Ves, sir. 

((). Xow, when did you pre|)are tliis list for tlu* nomina¬ 
tions? A. l)urin<:' tin* time, sitliu**; in the office. 

(J. Well, I mean, foi* instance, what time of the day did 
you prepare the list ? A. No set time. I could not tell you 
the time. 

(,). (’ould you uive me any idea? A. I should say around 
noon. 

X<K»n of the lii’st day of the' nominations? A. Ves. 

(J. You madt* a list of all the men wlio did not come in, 
tile men who liad not come in and voted iqi to that time; 
is that coi'rect ? A. ^'es. 

'’i'hen wind did you do with the list yon pre])ar(‘d? A. 
Put it In iiiy poeket and went out iji the shoj). 

Q. And what di<l you do out in the shop? A. Looktnl at 
my list and, if a man was woi'kiiyir who had not voted I 
asked liim if lie was .u'ohi.i;' to vote. 

Q. What ahoiit the num who wert* not woi'kina' at tin; 
time you went up in the slioj)? A. T waited tmtil 
1466'^ they eame out. 

And then what would you do? .\. I waited a 
certain ieii.u’lh (d* dme to hud out if they were .H’oiii.a* in to 
vote. 
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Q. What would you do if you found out they were not 
going to vote? A. Went out to ask them if they were going 
in to vote. 

Q. You did that for all three turns? A. Yes, 

Q. Did you follow the same procedure for the elections? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Sujijiose a man was sick and was not working, would 
you go to his house? A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you an em])loyees’ representative for the Plan? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. The IMan Year l!).3G-lf)37? A. No, sir. 

(^. Were you paid for the time you sjxmt as a teller for 
tlu* nominations and elections dui*ing the Plan Yeai*, March, 
1937:' A. I was. 

Q. Who ])aid you? A. Both. Steel. 

Trial E.xaminer Bloom: Mr. Ford, is it stipulated 
I4GfU lliat lids mail was ladd in the same way the iirevious 
witness was paid? 

Mr. Ford: Yes, I think so. 

(^. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever attend a meeting held 
under the Plan of Km]doyees* Rei>resentation ? A. No, sir. 

Mr Shawe; No other ([uestions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Ford? 

.Mr. Ford: I may have one or two 4|uestions, [Vir. Ex¬ 
aminer. Just a moment, please. 

Hedi reet Exa m i na t ion 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know who your rej»resenta- 
tiv{‘ is at tlie jiresent time, Mr. Shadle? A. Yes, sir, Nelson 
Nciler. 

(j). Do you know who yf>ur i-ejiresentativi* was for the 
year 1937-193S.' A. N(*lson Keller. 

Q. And tlie jireceding year? A. That T {‘ould not tell 
you. 

Q, Do you know wliere he works? A. The Forge Shop. 

Mr. Shawe: AVlio are we talking about, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Blof>m : Nelson Keller. 

Tlu* Witness: l‘'’orge and .Axle Plant, Forg(‘ Shop. 

(J. (I>y Ml'. Ford) Do you ever see him ? A. Yes, 
M-ddo sir. 

Mr. F(»rd: No fui'thcr <pu*s1ions. Mr. Examiner. 
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K.xaininatioii bv the Chair 

* 

Q- (By Trial Kxaminer Bloom) -Mi*. Hhatlh*, how 
have you ix'oii workiiiii* for the For^e and Axle Plant A. 
lb years, what my record calls, luit I was laid olT durlnir 
the dfi>ression. I was sin,e:le. 

(X Did i understand you correctly to say that the Forue 
and Axh‘ Slioj) make up a si*]>arale votin'*’ division/ A. 
Xo. Tliat is all om*. 1 understand— 

AVell, possil)iy I did not make myseil’ clear. Take 
i'oi* (lie year IJ^ST. Was oiu* repi'esentative (‘lectetl to re]>- 
resent tlu* men in the Foru'e and Axh* Shop/ A. "I'es, sir. 

Q. That was Xeison Keilei*/ A. ^'es. 

(j>. Was he re-elected in liK-JS, this past mouth/ A. N’es, 
sir. 

(^). March/ A. Yes, sir. 

C). Have yon ever att(*nded a meeting* of all the eli.aible 
voters 'll the Forire and Axle Shojj durini** the yeai* lh-17/ 
A. Xo. sir. 

(^. At any lime dui'ini** the yeai* 193S / A. Yes, sir. 
l-tdbfi h). During' the time you have been workin.i^ in the 

For< 2 :e and Axle Shot), have you ever heard of such 
meetinii's beinu* lield / A. X"o, sir. 

Q. That is, all of the employees beinij called toiietlier and 
bt'int*’ address(‘d Ity their rei>n*sentative/ A. Xo, sir. 

Trial Fxaminer Bloom: That is all. 

Ford? 

Mr. Shawe: Tf T may, I liave one or two questions. 

Trial Fxaminer Bloom: Let it .iro around in a circle this 
wav. 

Mr. Ford. 

Redirect Fxamination 

Q. (By ^Ir. Ford) Mr. Shadle, have you had atiy op¬ 
portunity to speak to your representative if you wanted to/ 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you have any difficulty in .irettinjr in touch with 
him, if you wanted to see him? A. No, sir. 

Mr. P''ord: Xo fui'ther (piestions. 
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Kecross-P^xaniinatioii 

<;>. (]'»y Ml*. Sliawo) Mr. Shadle, u'as there a booth in 
Axl(‘ IMaiit (iuriiiu* the nominations and elections in 
11^7/ A. Ves. 

14()()7 (J. Was tliat booth up wlien you arrived that morn- 

in,u'.^ A. Xo, sir. 

(^J. Who put it u]).' A. Mr. Foreman and myself. 

Where did you .uet liu' booth from? A. It was there. 

(>. Who In-ou^hl it tliere? A. X’o. 1 (’ommitt(‘e, I uuess. 
Did you st‘e th.e X"o. 1 (’ommittet^ In-ini'’ it tliere? A. 
Xo. sir. 

Mr. Foi-d: He di<l not say he kn(*w, he said lie ?.iuessed. 

'I’lu' Witness: ! don't know that. I say I ii*uessed. 

(j). (I-Jy Mr. Shawt*) How did you know whei'e to j^'o for 
the nominations and elections? A. 1 ijot a U‘tt<‘r. 

t,b How did you know wliaf to do? 

.Mr. F'oi’d: Just a minute, Mr. Fxamimn*. May 1 ha\'e 
a hri(*f re(‘ess 

Ti-ia.i Kx.-imimn* itloom: \bout live minutes? 

Mi*. Ford: Xo, just a minute. 

Trial Fxaminer Bloom: Ves, 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after wliicli pro- 
ccc'din.iis were Iiad as follows:) 

Trial Fxaminei- Bloom: The hearin<r will please 
14^i()S come to order. 

Mr. Shawe: Xothin.u' furtlier, Mr. Fxaminer. 
Fxamination bv the ('hair 

4 

((?• (Trial Fxaminer Bloom) Mr. Shadle, just one 
other (piestion. Von have nevei* been a representative, 
have you? A. Xo, sir. 

((>. AVlien was the last time you spoke to Mr. Keller, the 
reiiresentative, about any of the matters havin^^ to do with 
Ihe Plan? Do you recall that? A. The last time T talked 
to him was when Beth. Steel .u’ave us our last raise. 

Q. When was that ? A. The exact date, I could not tell 
you. 

Q. Was it six months a.i*‘ 0 , or a year airo? A. It was not 
a y(‘ar a.i *'0 that we irot the raise—that was for any company 
business. I talked to him every day. j 



7288 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Q. I mean, about company business 1 
' Mr. Ford: Could I have the last answer of the witness 
read back? 

(Thereupon, the reporter repeated the last answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Ford: You mean, you spoke to him every day in 
connection with your work? 

The Witness: Yes. 

14669 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) But in connec¬ 
tion with matters having to do with the Plan, was 

that at the time of the raise? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall that minutes used to be posted on the 
bulletin boards—minutes similar to Board’s Exhibit No. 
38? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was the last time you saw minutes like that 
on the bulletin board ? A. I would say a year ago. 

Q. Since that time you haven’t seen any minutes? A. No. 
Q. Have you ever seen any written minutes of the Plan? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. How do you know what is going on in the Plan since 
the last time you saw minutes on the bulletin board? A. 
I don’t know, because I have no grievance. The only time 
I worry about it is when I have a grievance, 

Q. Would you say, then, you knew what is going on in 
the Plan since the time you last saw minutes posted? A. 
No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know whether or not 

14670 the raise you discussed with Mr. Keller was a special 
raise, or a general raise? A. General raise. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Mr, Shawe: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you, Mr. 
Shadle. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you, Mr. Shadle. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Broun is on his way over 
here, I think, with another witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Let us take a little 
recess—you do not have any more witnesses? 
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Mr. Ford: Not at the moment, no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, we will have a brief 
recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

14671 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, call your next 
witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Curtis Long. 

Curtis Long a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Long, will you please state your 
full name and spell it for us so we will have it accurately 
in the record? A. Curtis Long, C-u-r-t-i-s L-o-n-g. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is fine, Mr. Long, just keep 
your voice up like that. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) tVliat is your residence address, 
Mr. Long? A. 750 Cypress Avenue. 

Q. Is that Johnstown, Pennsylvania, or not? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. In the city? A. Yes, sir 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom are you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company, Cambria Plant, Forge and Axle Division. 

14672 Q. Did you work in the Forge and Axle Division— 
you work there now, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your position at the present time? A. Turn 
foreman in the Forge Department. 

Q. Did you hold that position in March of 1937? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Throughout the whole month? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever heard of the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation? A. Yes, I have. 

Q. Do you know whether or not voting, balloting, took 
place under that Plan in the year 1937? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Did it take place in the month of March? A. To the 
best of my knowledge it was March, 
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Q. Was there a place where the balloting or voting took 
place somewhere within the confines of yonr department? 
A. Yes, it was. 

Q. Did you ever ask any employees to vote in that bal¬ 
loting in 1937, in March? A. Positively not. 

14673 Q. Did anyone ever approach you at the time of 
that balloting and ask that you request any em¬ 
ployees to vote? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, Mr. 
Examiner, what does counsel mean by “approach”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Long, tell Mr, Shawe what 
approach means, will you please? 

The Witness: Why, to come up to you and ask you to 
do something. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are welcome, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Broun: Did you get the answer, Mr. Reporter? 

The Reporter: “No, sir,” was the answer. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) At the time of that balloting or vot¬ 
ing in March, 1937 did anyone ever give you a list of 
names of employees? A. No, sir; no, sir. 

Q. Did anyone ever ask you to get employees on a list 
which they had or showed you to vote? A. Positively not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that back. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question. 

14674 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, what I would like to find out, 
Mr. Long, is whether any person at the time of the bal¬ 
loting which you have told me about in March of 1937 came 
to you with a list of names of employees and asked you to 
get those employees to vote in the balloting? A. They did 
not. 

Mr. Shawe: Let me have the last question and answer, 
please. I don’t know what it means. 

Mr. Broun: What was Mr. Shawe’s statement, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: He doesn’t know what the last 
question means, nor the answer, will you read the question, 
please? 

Mr. Broun: Please read it back to Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: I am referring to the question. Just read 
the question, Mr. Eeporter. 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me Mr. Examiner, that the ques¬ 
tion is clear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending, ex¬ 
cept Mr. Shawe’s uncertain state of mind, I suppose. 

14675 Mr. Broun: Of course the answer is still in the 
record, I assume? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, yes, I haven’t heard a word 
about any motion, or anything. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, if Mr. Broun is satisfied with it, I am 
tickled to death. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is fine, just one big 
happy family. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Long, can you tell me who the 
foremen were in the Forge and Axle Department in March, 
1937? A. Fred Just was general foreman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that name, please? 

The Witness. Fred Just. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that last 
name? 

The Witness. J-u-s-t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

The Witness: Mr. Criswell, Mr. Edwards, they were 
turn foremen in the turning department 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now what is Mr. Criswell’s first 
name? A. Ed. 

Q. What? A. Edmund. 

14676 Q. Edmund? A. Edmund Criswell. 

Q. How do you spell Criswell? A. C-r-i-s-w-e-1-1. 

Q. You mentioned another name. A. Edwards. 

Q. What is his first name? A. James. 

Q. And were there any others? A. Mr. Howard, Frank 
Howard, and myself in the Forge Department. Mr. Klein- 
myer, Jacob Kleinmyer, had charge of the treating in the 
Stock Yard. 
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Q. Jacob Kleinmyer? A. Tbat^s right. 

Q. That makes six? A. Mr. Wass. 

Q. Watts ? A. John Wass, he is on pension now, he was 
in the Turning Department. 

Q. Is that W-a-t-t-s? A. W-a-s-s. 

Q. W-a-s-s? A. That’s right. 

Q. You say Mr. Just was the general foreman at 

14677 that time? A. General foreman at that time. 

Q. All those men were foreman in the Forge and 
Axle Department in March, 1937? A. That’s right. 

Q, Is Mr. Just still alive? A. He died in February of 
this year. 

Q. Of 1938? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, are you going to 
cross examine? 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Long, do you know on what day 
of the month, or days of the month, that the nominations 
were held in 1937, in March? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you knov: what day or days the elections were 
held? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know where the men voted? A. I know where 
they voted, yes. 

Q. Where did they vote? A. In a place that had been a 
tool room at one time, it is a back room in the oflSce. There 
is two outside doors, they don’t need to go through the 
office proper to get into this room. 

14678 Q. Back room of your office? A. That’s right. 

Q. Do you recall what turn you worked on during 
the nominations and elections in 1937? A. No, I do not, 

Q. Do you recall what turn you worked on during the 
elections in 1937? A. No, I don’t. 

Q. Well, did you change shifts from one time to another? 
A. I worked seven to three and three to eleven. 

Q. And you worked on both shifts at one time or another, 
is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Wait a minute, both shifts at 
one time or another, which? 

Mr. Shawe: I mean worked on the seven to three shift 
at one time, and the three to eleven another. 
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The Witness: The following week. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not in the same day? 

Mr. Shawe: Not the same day. 

The Witness: Every other week. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) That’s the reason you don’t recall 
which shift you worked on during the nomination and elec¬ 
tion? A. That’s right. 

14679 Q. Did you ever vote under the Plan? A. I did. 

Q. Wlien is the last time you voted? A. I don’t 

remember. 

Q. But you don’t vote, you can’t vote under the Plan 
now, can you? A. I cannot. 

Q. Why can’t you? A. Well, I am a foreman. 

Q. When did you become a foreman? A. I have been 
a foreman off and on for the last ten years. 

Q. Well, when you weren’t a foreman during the last ten 
years did you vote? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you vote? A. About four years ago I be¬ 
lieve was the last time. 

Q. What kind of work were you doing then? A. I was a 
heater on the annealing furnace in the Axle Plant. 

Q. Then as I understand you, you were a foreman some 
time prior to that time? A. Prior to that. 

Q. Then you became a heater again? A. That’s right. 

Q. That allowed you to vote; now you are back 

14680 at a foreman again and now you can’t vote? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Now, you say the last time you voted was four years 
ago, approximately? A. About that, yes. 

Q. Prior to that time when did you vote? A. I voted, I 
believe, for about four years wliile I was a heater, four or 
five, maybe six years in a row. 

Q. When did you first find out that they were going to 
have nominations and elections in your department in I 
March, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that seems to me that 
it assumes a state of facts not in evidence because it isn’t 
shown that the witness found out they were going to have 
them before they had them. 

Mr. Shawe: All right, I will rephrase the question to 
cure the objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, when did you first learn that 
the men were going to vote, if you did learn, in your depart¬ 
ment in March, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: That seems to me almost equally objection¬ 
able, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think the witness 

14651 can answer that. 

The Witness: I believe there was a notice put up. 

14652 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where was this notice put? 
A. On the bulletin board, if I remember correctly. 

Q. Is that the same bulletin board where they put minutes 
at that time? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, there is no 
testimony in the record with respect to this witness that 
the minutes were put on any bulletin board at any time. 

Mr. Shawe: I am asking him, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: He doesn’t ask him, Mr. Examiner, I sug¬ 
gest Mr. Shawe phrase questions, not make statements of 
fact. 

Mr. Shawe: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see any minutes of the 
Plan of Employees’ Representation? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And did you see them on the same bulletin board where 
you saw this notice that they were going to have nomina¬ 
tions and elections in your department? 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, there is no testimony in the 
record the witness saw minutes on any bulletin board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: '\^Tiere did you see the minutes, 
Mr. Long? 

The Witness: Well, it is really not a bulletin board, it 
is right outside of where these men have their lunch 
14683 room. They tacked them up on the side of the build¬ 
ing there, it is really not a bulletin board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, where was this notice that you 
saw ? A. It was on the bulletin board, away from this place, 
not near this place at all, that is in ’37. 

Q. Where was this bulletin board with relation to your 
oflSce? A. As far as from here to that door, (pointing). 

Q. Approximately how many feet is that? A. Oh, twenty 
feet, twenty-five. 

Q. Now, was there a booth— 
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I 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, this was a number of j 
years ago and now he wants to know how far the bulletin 
board was away from his office. 

Mr. Shawe: I am referring to 1937, Mr. Examiner, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand this was all 1937; 
did you so understand that? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mean, March, 1937 ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: That’s correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, was there a booth up in this 
back office where they voted? A. I wasn’t back in 

14684 there, I didn’t see whether there was a booth in 
there or not. 

Mr. Shawe; Nothing further, thank you. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Long, is that back office that 
you refer to, or that Mr. Shawe has termed a back office, 
ever called the Foreign Inspector’s office? A. Yes. 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that form of question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, the witness referred to that as the back office and I 
didn’t. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: If that is the case, Mr. Examiner, they both 
referred to it. 

Mr, Shawe; That’s correct, but don’t label it as my ex¬ 
pression. I 

Mr. Broun: Does the answer stand, Mr. Examiner? j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer stands. I 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You may have told me this, Mr. j 
Long, I just wanted to be sure, was there any entrance to 
the Foreign Inspector’s office, or back office, from the out¬ 
side? A. Yes, sir. i 

Q. W"as it necessary to go through your office to get to the j 
Foreign Inspector’s office? A. No, sir, that door was ! 

14685 locked, it wasn’t locked, it was shut. I don’t know if | 
it was locked or not, so the men wouldn’t be running ! 

in and out through the office. j 

Q. That was on the day that the balloting took place? A. | 
That’s right. j 

Q. The days that the balloting took place ? A. Yes, sir. | 
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Q. At any time the balloting Look place, the door was 
shut, is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: No further questio-ns. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Long, did you ask any of 
the men in your department if they had voted? 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you receive any instruc¬ 
tions from any of your superiors as to your conduct during 
the elections and nominations and elections? 

The Witness: Yes, I wasn’t to interfere in any way. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Who gave you the instructions? 
The Witness: Mr. Just. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "What did he tell you? 

The Witness: He just told me that the men was holding 
an election, that I wasn’t to interfere in any way, just to 
keep my hands out of it. 

14686 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, sir, did you tell 
any of the men working under you that they might 

vote if they cared to? 

The Witness: I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all. 

Mr. Broun: That’s all, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: That is all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Mr. 
Long. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next \vitness. 

Mr. Ford: I vull call Mr. Bennett. 

William H. Bennett a witness called by and on behalf 
of the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined 
and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you give us your full name, 
Mr. Bennett? A. William H. Bennett. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. B-e-n-n-e-t-t. 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Bennett? A. 504 Wayne 

14687 Street. 

Q. What is your occupation? A. I am the super¬ 
intendent of the Gautier Department. 
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Q. In the Cambria Plant? A. The Gautier Department 
in the Bethlehem Steel Company’s Cambria Plant, Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. How long have you been superintendent of the Gautier 
Department? A. Since August, 1936. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Reporter, may I have the last state¬ 
ment, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember whether or not 
there was an election under the Plan of Representation 
among the employees of the Cambria Plant in the month 
of March, 1937 ? A. Yes, there was an election. 

Q. After that election, did you have a meeting with any 
of the representatives or the men in the Gautier Depart¬ 
ment? A. Yes, I invited them all to come into the meeting 
room that we have in our ofl&ce. 

Q. How many representatives were present, do you re¬ 
call? A. I don’t recall, but most of them, or nearly 

14688 all of them. 

Q. Was there any one else present beside the rep¬ 
resentatives? A. Yes, Mr. Kem, my assistant, and Mr. 
Lebzelter, onr chief clerk, or office man. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of Clarence Tress- 
ler? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is he employed, do you know? A, He is em¬ 
ployed in what "we call our 13" Mill. 

Q. What is his job there? A. He is a controller man. 

Q. And was he employed in the Gautier Works in the 
month of March, 1937? A. Yes, I am quite sure he was. 

Q. Was he a representative? A. Yes. 

Q. Was he present at this meeting that you have spoken 
about? A. What is that? 

Q. Was he present at the meeting that you have spoken 
about ? A. I am not positive, but I think he was. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of John Ze- 

14689 man? A. Yes, I do. 

Q. Was he a representative at that time? A. Yes. 

Q. Was he present at this meeting? A. Yes, he was. 
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Q. Now, can you tell us what was said at that meeting? 
A. "VVell, that meeting is a sort of a get-acquainted meet¬ 
ing, the discussion is general and I might say there is no 
particular subject discussed. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, if I may interrupt, may we 
have what was said at the meeting, please? 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, do you recall what was dis¬ 
cussed at this particular meeting, that is, the meeting that 
was held after the election in March, a year ago, March, 
1937? A. I do not recall any particular thing that was dis¬ 
cussed, no. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, may we have what was said? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he says, he doesn’t re¬ 
call it. 

Mr. Shawe: He says he doesn’t recall what was dis¬ 
cussed, I thought he might recall what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, do vou mean that vou don’t 
know what was said, you don’t remember what was said at 
the meeting, Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Ford: Now, just a minute, I have one or two 
14690 questions, I would like to develop that, please, Mr. 

Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you remember whether there was 
anything said at this meeting about safety? A. Yes, there 
was. 

Q. What was said about that? A. I asked all the repre¬ 
sentatives for their cooperation in reducing the number of 
accidents.- 

Q. Prior to that time, what had been the accident record 
at Gautier? A. The accident record along about that time 
was not good, wo were having more accidents than usual. 

Q. Did you say anything about the representatives com¬ 
ing to see you? A. Yes, we always, I always do that, I al¬ 
ways tell them to be sure and stop me or the foreman any 
time they want to talk to us. The newer men, the older 
representatives know that, but the newer men we have to 
get acquainted with them a little bit. 

Q. Do you recall that anything else was said at this par¬ 
ticular meeting, Mr. Bennett? A. Yes, at that particular 
time I also mentioned the fact that we were having more 
cases of mixed steel than usual. I asked the representa¬ 
tives’ cooperation in that, on that subject. 
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14691 Q. Just what is mixed steel, Mr. Bennett? A. 
Mixed steel is a case of mixed steel, I might say two 

grades of steel are mixed together. To make it clear, I 
might say that some fellow, through an error, mixes some 
soft steel with hard steel. 

Q. That is in filling the order for a customer? A. In the 
process of heating and rolling and shearing and shipping. 

Q. Well, what effect does that have on the business of 
the works? A. It is very disastrous, it reaches the customer 
and he doesn't get what he wants and it is a fine way to 
lose a customer. 

Q. And what effect does that have on the volume of em¬ 
ployment in the works? A. It reduces our business. 

Q. Well, could you give us a typical example of the case 
of mixed steel, Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, on the 
ground it is immaterial, irrelevant and incompetent, 

Mr. Ford: Well, the witness has testified as as to a cer¬ 
tain conversation, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I haven’t heard any conversation, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, that is the basis of my objection. I think the wit¬ 
ness wants to tell the conversation, but counsel for 

14692 the respondent won’t permit it. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I had thought that this matter 
had been mentioned at the conversation. 

Mr. Shawe: Let’s have the conversation, Mr. Examiner, 

I submit that that is what we should have. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s get through with 
the conversation, find out what was said and then if it is 
material we can have the witness tell us. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was there anything said about mixed I 
steel at this meeting, Mr. Bennett? A. I stated before that I 
I had asked the representatives for their cooperation in | 
reducing the number of cases. | 

Q. Well, now, in a case of mixed steel, does that mean 
that an order will have two separate pieces of steel of dif¬ 
ferent quality, or that steel of different quality is fused 
together in one piece? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, Mr: Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: There are cases of mixed steel where j 
a man gets, or the customer, will receive some bars of I 
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the grade he has ordered and possibly a bar or two of a 
grade that he has not ordered. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How does that condition come 
about? A. Well, a number of ways, it is generally through 
error, negligence on the part of someone. 

14693 Q. Can you recall anything else that was said 
at that conversation? A. No. 

Q. Did you say at any time during that meeting in words 
or substance, Mr. Bennett, or at any other time, that the 
representatives should go out and sell the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation to the employees? A. No. 

Q. During the month of May and prior to the month of 
May, 1937, Mr. Bennett, what were the conditions in the 
Gautier Works with respect to the men taking time otf 
from work? A. Well, we had quite a lot of men off for 
sickness and a lot of other men laid off because they could, 
I guess, but they didn’t want to work steadily. 

Q. Did you issue any instructions with respect to that 
condition ? 

Mr. Shawe: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, 1 make a 
motion to strike the witness’ last answer with reference 
to the guess on the part of the witness as to why the men 
didn’t want to work. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that" answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Well, it seems to me that that is a 

14694 necessary background, it shows this witness’ state 
of mind for the testimony that I am about to ad¬ 
duce from him, Air. Examiner. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t see how that is background, Air. 
Examiner, that is a conclusion on the part of the witness 
and a guess, as the witness has stated himself. 

Mr. Ford: Well, it expresses his own belief. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Beginning with the word “be¬ 
cause”, the answer is stricken. 

Q. (By Air. Ford) Did you issue any instructions to 
anybody with reference to that condition, Mr. Bennett? 
A. Yes, I asked our general foreman to keep a record of 
the men who -were not coming out to work. 
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Q. Does that mean laid off, men that were laying offj 
A. Yes. I 

Q. That means that they were staying away of thei]| 
own accord, is that right? I 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the last two ques-f 
tions, Mr. Examiner, and make a motion to strike th^ 

last answer. J 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that last question, will 
you, please. j 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above sell 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let the answer 

14695 stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you know a man by the 
name of Lawrence McDowell? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you know him in May, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. What was his occupation at that time? A. He was 
a general foreman of the 13 and 14 inch mills. 

Q. That was his occupation at that time, is that correct^ 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that his present occupation? A. His present occuj 
pation is general foreman of the nine and ten inch mills.| 

Q. During the month of May, 1937, did you have a con¬ 
versation with Mr. McDowell with reference to Clarence 
Tressler? A. Yes, sir. 

Q, Where did that conversation take place? A. In Mc¬ 
Dowell’s of&ce. 

Q. Tell us what was said, please. A. Mr. McDowell told 
me that Clarence Tressler had been absent on Monday eve- 
ing, Monday night, because his car had broken down. He 
had telephoned in to say he couldn’t come to work and 
he didn't come to work the following night, Tuesday 

14696 night, and he had stayed away the next night, 
Wednesday night, and he had come to work on 

Thursday night and he came to w'ork on Friday night and 
asked to be off the last half of the turn. 

Q. How did you happen to be in Mr. McDowell’s office, 
Mr. Bennett, do you recall? 

Mr. Shawe: May I break in? Can’t we have the en¬ 
tire conversation, Mr. Examiner, so there will be some 
order of it in the record? 
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Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I object to Mr. Sbawe’s con¬ 
stant interruptions of my examination. 

Mr, Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Ford: It is repetitious, Mr. Bennett told us twice 
about what was said at previous conversations. I would 
like to develop the testimony in my own way without in¬ 
terruptions from Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: When counsel for the respondents asks for 
a question and asks for the conversation, I submit that we 
are entitled to have the witness finish his answer before 
counsel breaks in on it. 

Mr. Ford: I think I am entitled to examine this man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If that’s all the conversation 
there was, that is all. That is why we have cross-examina¬ 
tions. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Bennett, do you recall how you 
happened to be in Mr. McDowell’s ofl&ce at that 

14697 time? A. No, I don’t remember exactly, I go 
around those offices often. 

Q. Now, tell us what else was said at this conversation 
you had with him? A. Well, McDowell told me also that 
a number of men in his department had complained to 
him that Tressler was approaching them during working 
hours and soliciting them as members of the union. 

Q. Did you—to go back a minute—say anything to Mr. 
McDowell 'ft'ith reference to his statement about Tressler’s 
being away from work and the request to be away from 
work? A. Yes, I told him I wanted to talk to Tressler. 

Q. Was there anything further said at that conversa¬ 
tion that you had ^vith Mr. McDowell? A. Nothing other 
than just what I repeated there about the men complain¬ 
ing to McDowell. 

Q. Did you subsequently see Clarence Tressler? A. 
What is that? 

Q. Did you see Clarence Tressler after this conversa¬ 
tion with McDowell? A. I asked McDowell to have Mr. 
Tressler come in and he did. 

Q. How long after this conversation did you see Tress¬ 
ler? A. I don’t recall, not very long. 

14698 Q. Was it the same day, do you know? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Tress¬ 
ler? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Can you tell us what that conversation was? A. I 
told Tressler that having been off three nights in one week 
and then asking to be away another night was asking en¬ 
tirely too much. 

I told him we would have to have better attendance. 

I also told him that McDowell had said that men had 
complained to McDowell about Tressler’s approaching 
them during working hours. I told Tressler he would 
have to stop that during working hours. I told him that 
we didn^t care what he did outside the plant, it was none 
of our business, but I told him while he was at work he 
would have to look after his job. 

Q. What, if anything, did Tressler say? A. Well, Tress¬ 
ler asked me why I picked on him? He said he knew of 
another fellow who had asked to be off for half a turn. 

Q. Did you say anything? A. Why, I don’t remember. 

Q. Was anything said, did you say anything to Mc¬ 
Dowell about that statement of Tressler’s? A. I 

14699 asked McDowell who the other fellow was and at 
the time he didn’t know. 

Q. Well, did you give McDowell any instructions with 
regard to that? A. I asked McDowell to find out who it 
was. 

Q. Well, did you subsequentlv find out about this man 
that Tressler had referred to? A. Yes, I learned later 
that it was some man who had asked to be off to go to 
some sort of an anniversary or something, I don’t recall 
who it was or exactly why. 

Q. At the time that you had this conversation with 
Tressler, could you tell us in a general way whether opera¬ 
tions were high or low at the Gautier Works? A. They 
were high. 

Q. Do you recall an3^hing else that was said at this con¬ 
versation? A. No, I don’t remember, as a matter of fact. 

Q. Did you at any time during that conversation, Mr. 
Bennett, refer to or mention soliciting membership for the 
C. I. 0,? A. No, I didn’t mention the C. I. 0. 

Q. Did you at any time during that conversation tell 
Tressler that you had been damned lenient withj 

14700 him? A. I told him that we were lenient with him| 
inasmuch as he had been off three nights in one j 


week. 
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Q. Was there a practice or rule at the plant with 

14701 reference to men taking time off, what procedure 
they should follow at that time? A. Yes. There 

is a rule that if a man wants to be off at night, he will 
notify his foreman and tell him so the foreman can get 
someone to put in his place. 

Q. Had Tressler notified his foreman about these ab¬ 
sences, as far as yon know? A. The first night only. 

Q. Did Clarence Tressler work during the strike, Mr. 
Bennett, as far as you know? A. No. I am quite sure 
he did not. 

Q. Do you recall when you first heard that he had re¬ 
turned to the plant? A. I cannot recall the exact date. 
It was somewhere around July the 20th—I believe some¬ 
where around there, 

Q. How did you learn about that? A. Mr. McDowell 
told me that Mr. Tressler was ready to go back to work. 

Q. Did he speak to you face to face or over the tele¬ 
phone ? A. Telephone. 

Q. What did you say, if an>i:hing, to Mr. McDowell? A, 
I told Mr. McDowell to bring Tressler up, I want to talk 
to him. 

14702 Q. Well, what were you doing and what were you 
about to do at the time you received that telephone 

call? A. Oh, the first time he called me I was just leaving 
the office to go out of the plant. 

Q. Well, did you tell Mr. McDowell when Mr. Tress¬ 
ler was to come up? A. The next morning, I think. I 
think I asked him to come in the next morning. 

Q. Did you see Tressler the next morning? A. I saw 
him some time the next day. I do not recall if it was the 
morning or afternoon. 

Q. Was anybody with him? A. Mr. McDowell. 

Q. Where did you see them, in your office? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What, if anything, were you doing when they ar¬ 
rived? A. I had someone else in the office. I don't recall 
exactly who it was now. 

Q. What did they do? A. Mr. McDowell and Mr. Tress¬ 
ler waited a few minutes. 

Q. How long did they wait? A. Oh, possibly as I recall 
it, probably ten minutes. 
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Q. Did they wait any more than ten minutes? A. 

14703 I think not. 

Q. When they came into your oflSce, did you have 
a conversation with Tressler? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, tell us what Tressler said and tell us what you 
said. A, I cannot recall the exact words. 

Q. Well, tell us the substance of it. A. Well, Mr. Tress¬ 
ler said he was ready to come back to work, and he come | 
in to see if he still had his job. I told him he did. I think | 
he said, “When shall I start?” I told him that we had | 
a man coming out in his place that day, and that he should 
start the following day so as not to make the man lose a 
turn. 

Q. You mean by that that there was at that time a man 
working on his job, in his place? A. Yes. 

Q. Was there anything said either by Mr. Tressler or by 
yourself about signing a contract? A. I do not recall 
about that. I believe Tressler said that he had expected 
that when he came back they would have a signed con¬ 
tract, or something—words to that effect. 

Q. Did you say anything in response to any such 

14704 statement? A. Well, I do not recall exactly, but 
I probably might have said, “Well, I guess you did 

not get it,” or, “You do not have it,” or something to 
that effect. I do not remember the exact wording. 

Q. Was there anything said further by Mr. Tressler on 
that subject that you can recall? A. Yes. Mr. Tressler, 

I believe, said that other firms who had signed the contract 
were not having any trouble. 

Q, Did he mention any specific firms? A. Yes, the Steel 
Corporation, and Jones & Laughlin. 

Q. You mean, the United States Steel Corporation? A. 
Yes. 

Q. What, if anything, did you say? A. I don’t remem¬ 
ber. 

Q. Well, was there anything said about General Motors? 
Was that mentioned during the conversation? A. In the 
conversation. General Motors was brought up, and I think 
I stated that they had had plenty of trouble since signing 
the contract. 
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Q, Do you recall if you said anything else? A. I told 
Trexel to go back to his work as though nothing had hap¬ 
pened, 

Q, That is, Mr. Tressler? A. Yes, sir. 

14705 Q. Do you recall anything else that was said dur¬ 
ing that conversation, Mr. Bennett? A. I cannot 

recall anything in particular. 

Q. Mr. Bennett, during that conversation, or at any 
other time, did you say to Clarence Tressler in words or 
substance, “From now on we are going to have discipline 
in Gautier, and the 13" Mill is one mill where there is no 
discipline.” A. No. I told him about the discipline when 
I talked to him in May, that we were going to have disci¬ 
pline. 

Q. Did you say during that conversation or at any other 
time, in words or substance, “You go down as a represen¬ 
tative, and I want to know what is going on there.” A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Bennett, could you tell us whether or not there 
is a position in the 13" mill called the furnace recorder? 
A. Yes, there is. 

Q. Was there such a position in the months of June and 
July, 1937 ? A. Yes, there is—there was. 

Q. Can you tell us what the duties of the furnace re¬ 
corder were during those months? A. The furnace re¬ 
corder’s duties are to— 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, on the 
grounds that it is immaterial. 

14706 Mr. Ford: What is the basis of the statement 
that it is immaterial? 

Mr. Shawe: What are the duties of the furnace re¬ 
corder—what has that got to do with this? 

Mr. Ford: If Mr. Shawe does not know his record, it 
is not our responsibility. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it in, subject to con¬ 
nection. 

Mr. Ford: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Bennett, tell us the duties of 
the furnace recorder in the 13" Mill in the months of June 
and July. A. A furnace recorder’s duties are several. 
First he must identify the steel as it goes into the fur- 
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nace, and make a record of it. He must calculate the 
weight of the pieces into which the billet must be cut as 
it comes out of the furnace, and in general, keep a record 
of the steel through the furnace and through the mill. 

Q. Were the duties of a furnace recorder on a 14" Mill 
the same as those of a furnace recorder on a 13" Mill at 
that time, that is, during the months of June and July, 1937, i 
Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner. I 
do not see how it is material at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

14707 Mr. Ford: MTiat is the ruling, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may proceed, 

Mr. Ford: I am sorry. I did not hear. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Practically the same, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) During those two months, that is, 
the months of June and July, 1937, did the furnace re¬ 
corders of either mill, that is, either the 13" or 14" Mill 
have authority of the Bethlehem Steel Company to con¬ 
tract or arrange for employment? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner, on 
the ground that it calls for a conclusion. 

Mr. Ford: This man is a superintendent— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: He ought to know the authority of his sub¬ 
ordinates, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have ruled. He may answer. 

The Witness: No, he cannot. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did the furnace recorders of those 
two mills have any authority during those two months, 
on behalf of Bethlehem Steel Company, to terminate em¬ 
ployment, Mr. Bennett? A. No. 

Q. Did they have any authority at that time to disci¬ 
pline an employee of that company for poor work- 

14708 manship or for any other reason? A. No. 

Q. Did they have authority to fix or agree on 
hours, or wages, or working conditions? A. No. 

Q. Did they have authority to schedule an employee of 
Bethlehem Steel Company for work? A. No. j 

Q. As I understand it, both of these mills, the 13" and 
14" Mill are part of the Gautier Works? A. Yes— ! 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection is overruled. I 
let in testimony subject to connection. At this time I am 
overruling it, 

Mr. Ford: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record for a second, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr, Shawe) Do you know a Mr. Campbell? A. 
Yes, I do. 

Q. Do you know a Mr. Irvin Campbell? A. I am not 
sure of his first name. 

Q. Do you know a Mr. Campbell that worked in 
MTOS the 13" and 14" Mill during the months of June 
and July, 1937? A. Yes, I know him. 

Q. Mr, Bennett, are you a member of the Johnstown 
Chamber of Commerce? A. Oh, yes; yes. 

Q. How did you happen to become a member of the 
Johnstown Chamber of Conmiorce? A. I became a mem¬ 
ber there through my employers, I presume. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you represent their interest at the Johnstovm 
Chamber of Commerce? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you represent the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. No. 

Mr. Ford: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by repre¬ 
sent, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: I mean, do you hold your membership as 
a result of being in the employ of the Bethlehem Steel 
Company? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He already told us that. 
14710 Mr. Ford: I would also like to object to that, 
Mr. Examiner, and the questioning as improper 
cross examination, too. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Can you please tell me, Mr. Ben¬ 
nett, just how you happened to become a member, in a 
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little detail. A. Yes, I can. I can tell you. I got some 
literature from them one day, and a membership card, and 
I still have it some place. 

Q. Where did you get all this literature, and from 
whom? A. From the Chamber of Commerce. 

Q. Was a card signed by Mr. Lawrence Campbell, sec¬ 
retary of the Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. I 
don’t know. 

Q. Who paid for your membership? A. I don’t know. 

Q* Did you pay for it? A. No. 

Q. Were you a member of the Johnstown Chamber of 
Commerce during the months of June and July, 1937 ? A. j 
I could not answer that. I do not recall when it began. j 
Q. Do you hold a yearly membership? A. I imag- 

14711 ine it is a yearly membership. 

Q. Did you have a membership for the year 1937? 

A. I do not recall the date on it. I know I got a card one 
time, and I do not knov- what date was on it. 

Q. When did you get the card? A. I do not remember 
that. 

Q. Where did you get the card? A. It came through 
the mail. 

Q. Did you contribute any money to the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens’ Committee? A. Yes. 

Q. How much money did you contribute to the Johns¬ 
town Citizens’ Committee? A. $50. 

Q. Did you give the $50 to Mr. Sidney D. Evans? A. 

I did. 

Q. Did you give it to him in cash? A. I did. 

Q. Where did you give it to him? A. Either in the 
hallway or in his office. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him at the time 
you gave him the $50? A. Yes. I said, “Here, Sid, is 
the $50.” 

Q. Did you tell him what the $50 was for? A. j 

14712 Yes. | 

Q. What did you tell him? A. For the Citizens’ 
Committee. 

Q. Well, had Mr. Evans asked you for a contribution 
prior to that time? A. Yes. 


i 
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Q. When did he ask you for a contribution? A. Several 
days before I gave him the money. I do not remember 
the date. 

Q. Did he ask you personally, or were a lot of other su¬ 
perintendents present at the time he asked you? A. I don’t 
remember whether I was alone when he asked me, or 
whether there was someone else there. 

Q. WTiat did he say when he asked you? A. He said 
there had been, there were some solicitors here, soliciting 
funds for the Citizens’ Committee, and he said, “Would 
you care to give anything?” 

Q. And what did you say? A. I said yes. 

Q. Did you tell him the amount? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans tell you at that time that the company 
would advance the money for you? A. No, sir. 

14713 Q. Did you know that the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany had advanced .$50 In your behalf? A. No. 

Q. Have you ever heard that the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany advanced $1,000 on behalf of the superintendents, 
to the Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as an improper ques¬ 
tion, what he heard. 

Mr. Shawe: I think it is quite material, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. I think respondents’ counsel used the same expres¬ 
sion in their questions. 

Mr. Ford: To prove a negative, perhaps, but that is 
the only occasion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you understand my last ques¬ 
tion? A. I would like it repeated, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear at any time 
that the Bethlehem Steel Company had advanced a thou¬ 
sand dollars to the Citizens’ Committee, on behalf of the 
superintendents of the company? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you ever read anywhere that they had advanced 
a thousand dollars on behalf of the superintend- 

14714 ents? A. No. 

Q. Do you ever attenjd the lunch table conferences 
that are held every day? A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you been attending these lunch table 
conferences? A. Well, regularly since August, 1936, and 
—well, regularly since August, 1936. 
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Q. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans attend these conferences? [ 
A. Usually. | 

Q. Were these the conferences where all the superin- j 
tendents get together every day at lunch with Mr. Ellicott j 
and Mr. Evans? A. Yes. j 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I do not quite see the pur- j 
pose of this line of questioning. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, have you much more ' 
of it? I 

Mr. Shawe: No, not much more. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. I 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know where the time clocks I 
are for the 13" and 14" Mill? A. Yes, I do know. ! 

Q. Are they close to each other? A. Yes, they are not I 
very far apart. i 

Q. Is there a bulletin board between the two time I 

14715 clocks? A. There is a bulletin board in that vi- i 
cinity, whether it is between the two time clocks, I 

I do not know. I 

Q. What is a bulletin board used for, do you know? ! 

Mr. Ford: What bulletin board? I 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) The bulletin board we have just | 
referred to, Mr. Bennett, that is either between the two | 
time clocks or in that vicinity? | 

Mr. Ford: At the present time, Mr. Shawe? | 

Mr. Shawe: At the present time, yes. | 

The Witness: Well, it is used to post mostly safety | 
work on there. I would say on comnanv business. | 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you been in the vicinity of | 
that bulletin board, recently? A. No, I have not. | 

Q. When was the last time you passed by that bulletin ] 
board? A. I could not tell you that. | 

Q. Do you think it was some time in the past month or j 
so? A. Yes, I probably walked by there within the last | 
month, all right. | 

Q. Now, I show you Board’s Exhibit No. 17 in evidence | 
and I will ask you to tell me the last time you looked at i 
the bulletin board, did you see a copy of a sign on | 

14716 that bulletin board, a copy of which is Board’s Ex- | 
hibit 17? A. I don’t know. I don’t know whether | 

that is on there. I do not remember if I ever saw it on j 
the board. I 
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Q. Do you remember ever seeinc: a copy of a sign like 
Board’s Exhibit 17? 

Mr. Ford; I think that has been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he said on the board. This 
is a general question. 

The Witness: Well, it looks like it. I have seen be¬ 
fore. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Where did vou see a placard like 
Board’s Exhibit No. 17 beforp^ A T don’t remember 
where I saw that. 

Q. Do you remember when Mr. Quincy Bent made his 
inspection tour of your department last year? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I obiect to that as being im¬ 
material and improper cross examination. 

Mr. Shawe: I will tie it up. 

Mr. Ford: There is nothing in the record to show that 
Mr. Quincy Bent ever made such a tour. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did he make such a tour last 
year? Did Mr. Bent make such a tour last year? 

The Witness; In 1937—I am not sure. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is your memory bad, Mr. 
14717 Bennett? 

Mr. Ford: What is that? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I said, is your memory bad? 

Mr. Ford: I object to that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Have you a good memory? A. 
Fair. 

Q. Do you recall when Mr. Bent made his inspection 
tour last year? 

Mr. Ford: I object— 

Mr. Shawe: May I finish— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, this man just said 
he did not remember, then the next question you asked 
was do you remember. 

Mr. Shawe: I can finish my question— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, you cannot finish your 
question. Not when you start a question like that. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall seeing a copy of 
Board’s Exhibit No. 17 in evidence, in the plant? A. I 
could not say. I could not swear that I saw it in the plant. 
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Q, Do you remember "whether or not any employees in 
your department took some paint or grease and marked it 
across the ‘‘age” of the word “message” and made it 
read, “A mess.” 

14718 Mr. Ford: The man said he did not recall seeing 
it in the plant. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Shawe: I am trying to refresh his memory. 

Mr. Ford: That question is improper in form. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness said he did not 
see it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Bennett, when you say you 
do not recall having seen a copy of Board’s Exhibit 17 in 
evidence, do you mean you do not remember? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Quincy Bent, Mr. Bennett? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to as irrelevant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I know who he is. I know him when I 
see him. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever talk to him? A. In 
a very formal business way. If he asks me questions. 

Q. When was the last time you talked to him or the last 
time he asked you questions? 

Mr. Ford: This has absolutely nothing— 

The Witness: On his last visit here, but I do not recall 
when it was. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I object to that ques- 

14719 tion and move to strike the answer out as entirely 
incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, and im¬ 
proper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it in subject to con¬ 
nection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, of course, I do not expect 
you to remember the exact date, Mr. Bennett, but can you 
give me some idea when this conversation took place? 

Mr. Ford: I think he said he did not remember. 

Mr. Shawe: This is another question, Mr. Examiner, i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. I 

The Witness: What is the question? I 

Mr. Shavre: Read the question, please, Mr. Reporter. j 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set | 
forth.) I 
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The Witness: What conversation? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You said, Mr. Bent had asked you 
questions on certain occasions. Can you give me some 
idea when those questions were asked by Mr. Bent? A. 
The last time he was here. I believe it was the last time. 
He went through our department and asked me about va¬ 
rious operations in the department. The date I cannot 
tell you. I do not know’. 

Q. Can you give me the year? 

Mr. Ford: I think he has already told us— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is your best recol- 

14720 lection, Mr. Bennett, a year ago, two years ago, 
three years ago? 

The Witness: Somewhere between a year and two years 
ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Now, do you remember whether or 
not you had a conversation with Mr. Bent wdth reference to 
a copy of Board’s Exhibit 17? 

Mr. Ford: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as en¬ 
tirely immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Please state the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I don’t remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever attend an annual con¬ 
ference held under the Plan of Employees’ Representation? 
A. I have. 

Q. Did vou attend the annual conference held in Febru¬ 
ary, 1937 f 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, that is objected to as incom¬ 
petent, irrelevant and immaterial, and improper cross-ex¬ 
amination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

14721 Mr. Ford: I do not think the witness testified there 
w’as a conference in that month. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You may answer, Mr. Bennett. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: You may answer. 
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The Witness: If they had an annual conference in 1937, 

I was there. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you remember whether Mr. 
Eugene Grace was there? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you recall whether Mr. Grace spoke? A. Oh, yes, 
he always speaks. 

Q. Do you recall what he said? A. No, I don’t remem¬ 
ber what he said. He said a great many things. 

Q. Do you recall anything that he said? A. No. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not he said, “Good-evening, 
ladies and gentlemen,” when he got up to speak? A. I am 
not quite sure—I am quite sure he did not mention the 
ladies. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any more questions, Mr. 
Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What was your position prior to 
the time you became a superintendent? A. Assistant j 

superintendent of the same department. j 

14722 Q. What was your position prior to the time you 
became an assistant superintendent? A. I was a 
superintendent of rolling mills for another company—Car¬ 
negie Steel Company. 

Q. How long have you worked for Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. Since April 1, 1921, which is—that would make 
it about 17 years. 

Q. You have been with the Cambria Plant the entire 
time? A. Yes. j 

Mr. Shawe: Nothing further. i 

Mr. Ford: I just have one or two questions, Mr. Ex- I 
aminer. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. I 

Redirect Examination I 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I believe you said you have been with 
Bethlehem Steel Company since 1921, and all that time with ! 
the Cambria Plant. Are you certain that Bethlehem was 
operating the plant when you first came here? A. No. 
T^en I first came here, the Midvale Steel & Ordnance were 
operating the plant. 

Q. I think in answering a question by Mr. Shawe, I got 
tlie impression that at the luncheon conferences Mr. Evans | 



7316 BETH. STEEL CO. ET .U.. VS. XATL, LABOK REL. BOARD. 

and Mr. Ellicott conversed with the superintendents every¬ 
day. I assume you meant hy that, usually, on business 
days? A. We have a business meeting every day 

14723 except Saturday. 

Q. But they are there usually every day except 
Saturdays? A. Yes. 

Q. And sometimes, I suppose, they are out of town ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to that, Mr. Examiner. The wit¬ 
ness told us that they are there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In other words, they are not there 
absolutely every single day? A. Some days they are not, 
Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Bennett, were you 
here, generally, in 1937, working? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Evans on either June 10th or June 
11th. June 11th, you recall, is the day the strike started, 
in the evening? A. I do not remember that I saw Mr. 
Evans. 

Q. Do you recall whether you saw him the day before? 
Mr. Ford: The day before what, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The day before June 11th, 
which would have been June 10th. June 11th was Friday 
and June 10th, of course, would have been Thursday. 

The Witness: I do not recall that I saw Mr. Evans 

14724 on either day. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions. 

Mr. Shawe: No further questions. 

Trial Exaitiiner Bloom: That is all, Mr. Bennett, You 
are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Eight o’clock tomorrow morn¬ 
ing. 

(Thereupon, at 9:45 o’clock p.m., April 7, 1938, the hear¬ 
ing adjourned until eight o’clock a.m., April 8, 1938.) 
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14729 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170’’. 

B-177 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 

Friday, April 8, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 8:00 o’clock a. ni. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

IMartin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorfF, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.), 

Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania), on 
behalf of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at 
Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, Johns- 
towm, Pennsylvania. 

■Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 

14730 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Clare E. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, having been previously sworn, 
testified further as follows: 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, on your direct examina¬ 
tion you referred to the expenses the Plan has had? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. I think you referred, you said, conduction of elections 
and buying equipment? A. Yes. 
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Q. What do you mean by buying equipment? A. Rec¬ 
ord books and supplies such as the pencils that were nec¬ 
essary and stenographer's notebooks. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What other expenses are there aside 
from what you have mentioned? A. Well, the purchasing 
of a typewriter and— 

Mr, Broun: Mr. Examiner may I inquire whether it isn’t 
true that Mr. Rose, when Mr. Rose speaks of other 

14731 expenses he means other expenses of the Plan that 
are not directly connected with the nominations and 

elections? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know; is that true? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I am referring to other expenses of the 
Plan; you have mentioned conduction of elections, buying 
equipment? A. Typewriter— 

Q. Such as you have described? A. Typewriter, paying 
of representatives for attending meetings. 

Q. Has that been done? A. It was authorized at the last 
meeting to pay the representatives, Mr. Bose, for that 
meeting, but I don’t think they have been paid up to date 
yet. 

Q. Well, how much were they authorized to be paid? A. 
I can’t name a specific amount, because we will have to find 
out how much time they lost. Men w^ho might have been on 
time, I mean, on turn, pardon me. 

Q. Well, is there any fixed amount that has been deter¬ 
mined to be paid to representatives? A. No, not yet, not 
yet, Mr. Rose. 

14732 Q. In the 1938 elections were voting booths used? 
A. Yes, sir, they were. 

Q. Where did you obtain the voting booths? 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; On the record. 

The Witness: The Plan purchased the voting booths, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prom whom? A. From Bethlehem. 
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Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. That’s right, they 
bought the equipment that they had been using in prior 
years. 

Q, You mean the election equipment? A. That’s right, 
Mr. Rose, yes. 

Q. That had been used in prior years? A. That’s right, 
sir, that’s right. 

Q. Any other expenses, Mr. Williams? 

Mr. Broun: Again, Mr. Examiner, just so the record 
may be clear, may I inquire what expenses? 

Mr. Rose: Excluding the conduction of elections, except 
in so far as you have mentioned. 

The Witness: Yes, the renting of a meeting room. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, that is the meeting room we 
have referred to before? A. Yes, where the— 

14733 Q. Well, I mean excluding that meeting room and 
the ofl&ce we have discussed. A. Oh, forget all that? 

Q. Yes, exclude that, I don’t want to go over that again. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think Mr. Rose, perhaps, 
didn’t make his statement as precise as he intended it. He 
said the meeting room that they have as an office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, he said “and office.” 

Mr. Rose: And office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s what he said. 

Mr. Broun: Two things? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: You did say “and office”? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: I misunderstood you, I beg your pardon. 

The Witness: Paying the secretary and the General 
Body. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) You mean Mr. Brant? A. No, the 
secretary, Mr. Evans, Emelyn Evans. 

Q. Has he been paid yet? A. Not yet, no, Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might I ask if counsel for 
the Board will ask when Mr. Emelyn Evans became 

14734 secretary? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us, please. 

The Witness: At the reorganization meeting in March, 
1938, that is all I can think of right now, Mr. Rose, I might 
have overlooked something. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) You referred on your direct exami¬ 
nation to a resolution which you said was passed at a 
General Body meeting in 1934 concerning the proposed 
Wagner Act; will you tell us what the substance of that 
resolution was" A. Ves, to the best of my recollection 
that was a resolution asking the defeat, when I say asking- 
defeat, to our ('ongrossman and Senator, I mean, asking 
for tlieir support in defeating the Wagner Bill on the 
grounds that at that time our understanding was that it 
made one big union compulsory and asking that—well, not 
asking—it stated that we were satisfied with Section 7 of 
the XRA. The XRA was in effect at that time. 

Q. Do you recall whether that was a special meet- 
14735 ing or a regular meeting of the General Body? A. 

I hi Ilfvo that was a special meeting, Mr. Rose, yes, 
1 think that was a special meeting. 

Q. Who retiuested the calling of that special meetliig? 
A. T ihiiik I did, as chairman of the Xo. 1 Committee, ! 
think that is right 

Q. Did Mr. Evans go into that meeting? A. Mr. Kos<‘, 
1 doirt know whether he did or not. 

Q. Von have no recollection on the subject? A. Xo, not 
of ilu'.t particular meeting; I do not. 

(j. i slufW you. Ml'. Williams, Res])ondents' Exhibit ITS 
and dii'eet vour altimtion to tlie fifth line from the lop of 
the page, following the words, “The Plan wants to oper- 
at(‘.'' and ask yon .'lieti: r il appears to yon that after 
llu- woi'd -'oiXM-ate" llu're has bcxm an erasui*e? 
14730 Mr. Broun: Mi'. Examiuei*. just a moment— 

Tin* WitiU'ss: Yes. There lias been some erasure 
tlior(‘, Mr. Rose. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) And referring to the third line of 
tin* mimiti's— 

Trial Examinei- Bloom: Well. Mi*. Ros(\ the tliii*d ]>age 
is mai*k<‘d as an exhibit. 

Mr. Rose: I was ask(‘d by counsel to do that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What couus(d ? 

^Ir. Rose: Mr. Jones. 

Mr. Jones: ITis original stateiiKMit just said so and so— 

Mr. R<)se: T r(*fer to Respondents’ Exhibit Xo. 17S-(’. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all that is neeessary. 
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Q. (By ]\Ir. Rose) Do you know who made that erasure ? 
A. I would say the recording secretary, Willard Brant. 

Q. Do you know what words were erased? 

.Ml*. Broun: Xow, Mi*. Examiner, that assumes that 
certain words were erased. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think it takes a magi¬ 
cian to say that certain words were erased. 

.Mr. Broun: Well, it seems to me that the record sjieaks 
for itself. 

Mr. Rose: That is the very point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is obvious that 
14737 words have lieen erased. 

Mr. Broun: I don't know, .Mr. Examinei*, it is 
obvious tliat words have been erased or not. 

Trial Exambnu* I’loom: 1 think it is obvious. 

Mr. Bi-()un: If it is olivious, tliere isn’t any need to have 
testimony about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tlie question is, what words 
were erased. Thai lliero is an erasure is undisputed. 

The "Witness: Xo, I cannot make them out. 

(By Mr. Ros(‘) Do you know wlien the erasure vas 
niad(‘.' A. I do imt. 

(^). Did you st‘e It made.’ A. J cannot say that T did. 

Trial Examimo* Bloom: Have vou anv iiioi*e questions, 
Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, T have. T just want to look over my 
not(‘s. 


(By Mr. bhts' ) Mr, Williams, you testilied conc(*rn- 
dig a lc1l<M* r<Teiv(‘<l ri'oni Mr. .John Ramsey. A. ^^*s, sii*. 

'.'on told us about a (Icneral Body meeting in which 
th(‘ resolution was adojhed conc(‘rning an answer to that 
lett(*i'. A. Yes. 

M73S Mr. Bi‘oun: Mr. Examiiun*, just one little point. 

Mi*. I?ose said tliat Mr. Williams testified aliout a 
letter received from John Ramsey. 1 belii'Vt* Mi*. AVilliams’ 
statimieiit was tliat it w;is signed in the name of John 
Rams(*y. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(}. (I->y Mr Rose) Will yon tell ns what that resolution 
was? A. ^'es. That i*<‘solution was opposing the original 
idea of the lettei*. and giving our ri^asons for feeling that 
the movement at that time was not a good one. 
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Do you roiiKMiilK-t* tlu* substinu'c of it ' 

.Mi-. Broun: .Mr. KxauiiiUT, I object to that quostioii. 

Trial K.xainiucr Bloom: Whv.' 

* 

Mr. Broun: His recollection as to the substanct* of a 
r(‘solntion—It is not the best evidence. 

Trial Hxaiiiiner BhK)m: He may answer. 

Mr. I^roun: And tlu—ml.ii'ht I linish my statement, 
pleasi* ! 

’’I'rial Kxaminei* I>loom : (lo ahead. 

Mr. l>roun: .Vnd the resolution is contained in minutes 
otTei-ed ill evidence and objected to by the I>oard. 

d'l'ial laxaminei' I>loom: AVhicIi exhibits were they.' 

Mr. .Joiu's: ISM-A, B. 1 have the exhibit before me. 
ls;V.\ and B for blent dication. 
l-i-7db 'frlal i-'.xaminer Bloom: Well, apparently the 
minutes, you >a\', are the best evidence and haven't 
lM*(m (|U:dilicd. If tlii> witness knows about it— 

Mr. I>i-onn: \'ou >nstained the Boai’d's ol>jection. 

Ti’ial Kxaminer IMoom; Well, they haven't been qiiali 
fied. 

.Mr. I)r(»un: Xt‘Vertheh‘ss. .Mr. Kxamim*)*. I make llm 
present objeciion. I submitted tlie minutes as haviiii; bem 
(jualilied. 

''['rial Kxaminei- IMoom: Tliey liave not lieen (Hialilicd 
on tile record. Vow asked him on direct (*xaminatioM ai>out 
a uren.t many mcetiiiu's of wldcli the minutes were not in 
(•videiice. 

.^Ir. I>ronn: This piu*stion ,*;-(U‘S to tlie substaiu-e of a 
r<*solution. a written docunumt. not minutes. 

Trial Kxamim-r IMoom: Von ask<*d him on direct i-x- 
amination a i^reat many questions about wiiat was sai<l. 
what motion." wei-e made. All tliat was set forth in the 
minutes. 

.Mr. Ib-onn: ! do not understand that tlial means that 
tile full i-e<olntion was f(n-th, in full, in tin* way I un¬ 
derstand t!i(‘ i-eso!ution now is. 

Trial Kxaminer Bloom: Tie may answer. 

The Wit!!(■">: One of the reasons was, tlu* im-thod wliicli 
lie sunu'cstcd. this uatherinir or convention or wlia'- 
147-1-0 ever you want to call It, was a poor way of liaviim- it. 

SouM* (d‘ the tliinu's which he had sne-u-ested tlu* meet- 
ine; for wi* alr(‘:idv ]i:id n‘(jtt(*st(‘d tlie same from the ?nan 


am! we >1aif(l llial we tVlt that it was a wi-nii,^- 
i!i(hV(*, at U‘a>U lin* wrmiu' jiiovi- at llu* pi'(.*s(.*iil llnu*. 

v^). ( r>y Ml'. IJoM’) I >h(»w yoi! a laxtk, Mr. Williams, 
1 '■!; It f i **'’ iMTal Pxxly MiinUcs'*, and wliicii 

('()iiiaiii> 1 *t*st)ond;‘nt>' I''xhil)its 1S2-A to (i. iiifhisivf, and 
K\-.''|»ondt*nls' Ivxliiliii." It'-A t<> I'k !iK*lu>ivo, and 1 ask 
yon wnal dia kook i>. 

( I'ln’roiipon. llic docnnuml rolorrcd lo was |)a>scd lo llio 
wil noss.) 


A. 

‘fon v.aiit 

I o 

kiatw u hat the Intok Is ! 


^'es. A. 

The 

ho(jk is the minute hook 

liody, 





Does iliat 

IM.O 

k coniain all tlie minutes 

Dody 

mei-tinii's 

!‘ro: 

May 27. Ihd7 tij) to ihi. 


A. Xo. 

(j. Do you rocall what minu1o> aro not in tlio hook, min 
iitos ofCt-iiiTal Dody liKH'lin.i's ' A. "riu- March mc'ctina' \> 
not 111 tlicro. 



Tin' M:irch, VJ 

;1S' A. Yes. 


Mr. Droun 

: Hasn't the witness ans\ser«*d the 

14741 

« 1 nest ion, M r. 

Kxaminei' ! 


M r. 1 lose: 

Me i'- t ryiim' to think. 

4'iie W it ness : I ; 

im Iryiim' think whetln*i- there is any 

!"ore 

! !ia1 a! 1 1 i 

•an recall. Mr. Rose. 


(Dy Mr. Res. 

•) W'ere the minutes in tin* Ixmk u'e 


have In cii >;>'‘akini:' ahont. other than the minutes ol 
h'rial !']\aminei- id-n-m: Wait a ndiiutn— 

M I*. Rose : I am sorry. 

The W’iiMe>s; Ai»ril. I!»d7. 'Phat is not in that hook, 
dh'la! Iv\atiiiner IMoom: ^lr. Rose s oriu’inal «jnes1ion 
was hea'inniii'-i' witli May -Ttli. So tliat tho Ajiri] was not 

supposed t(t he. 

ddie Witness: ! heu* vour pai'don. 

'I'riid Ixxan iiiei' Idotmi: ()li. that is all riii'ht. 

(^). ( !>v Mr. Iiose) W'ell, Were tile miiiules that are in 
tins hook l!ia' ve have Immmi >peakin,ir ahont. other than the 
ndnuies of tile (Je!;.*ral i>o(ly meetings t'nmi May .7. lhM7. 
and June 11. Ih.'l7. wliieh have been received in evidelU'e. 
pi'epared am! ]>i:l in lld'< Imok in the same way as the min¬ 
utes of the (Jeiieral Rxtdy m<*elliiiis of May -7. Ihd7. and 
.Inne 11. 11'.‘17.’ A. Were the rest in tin* hook.' 
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Q. Yes;, prepared and in the book the same way as 
those n:eetiiigs were? A. Y"es, yes. 

14742 Mr. Rose: Will you mark this for Identification? 
Mr. Broun; Now, Mr. Examiner, I don’t know 

whether— 

Mr. Jones: This is highly unusual. I gave that book 
to Afr. Rose for the purpose of seeing two exhibits. He 
immediately proceeds to cross-examine the witness as to 
the nature of the book. 

Ti'ial Examiner Bloom: That he was entitled to do. 
Mr. Broun: Mr. Jones, of course, has not been with us 
all the time, Mr. Examiner. You will recall, you ruled or 
stated that counsel in the case is under no obligation to 
deliver papers to other counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. That came uj) 
after Mr. Moore borrowed a copy of the constitution and 
by-laws of the Bethlehem Chapter of the S. W. 0, C., or 
Amalgamated, or what purported to be such, and then Mr. 
Keller wanted it back, or something, and could not get it 
back; and it was at that time that I laid down a strict rule 
that if counsel want to give documents to one another they 
can give them, and if they do not want to, they do not have 
to; if they want other papers, they may subpoena them. 

It may be unusual that counsel do not want to turn over 
papers, although I do not think so. I do not see why 
counsel has to turn over to other counsel all papers in his 
possession which were delivered to him by his client, 

14743 and I do not see the theory under which the Board’s 
counsel can have the exhibit marked as a Board’s 

Exhibit. The reporter will not mark it. 

Mr. Rose: The book was shown to this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think two sets of minutes 
were described. 

Mr. Rose: The book was shown to him and he described 
it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The previous offer was limited 
to two offers. 

If you think this book should be offered in evidence, 
and you want to examine Mr. Williams on it, you can do 
that on rebuttal, or subpoena it while Mr. Williams is still 
on the stand, but Mr. Jones gave you the book for the 
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purpose of exaniiniug in the book two sets of minutes which 
were introduced in evidence, and that is all. 

T do not think you can, under those circumstances, prop¬ 
erly iiave the book, or the balance of the minutes, marked 
as Board's exhibits. 

Mr. Rose: Weil, I do not know what is in the book other 
than what the witness described. I never saw the book. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Were you intending to offer the 
book? 

14744 Mr. Rose: I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do counsel agree to put 
all the minutes in by stipulation? 

Mr. l^roun: T have only offered, Mr. Examiner, two 
sets. 

^fr. Jones: I do not consent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You say you do not? 

Mr. Jones: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reporter is directed not to 
mark the l)ook as a Board’s exhibit. 

Mr. Rose: Would you excuse me just a moment, please? i 

Ti-ial Examiner Bloom: All right. I 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, on your direct testi- j 
mony you referred to some statement made by a Mr. Un- | 

derwood at a certain meeting and then— | 

14745 Mr. Broun: Mr. Rose, what page are yon referr- | 

ing to ? ] 

Mr. Rose: 18064. j 

Mr. Broun: I couldn’t hear you. 

Mr. Rose: 18064. 

Mr. Broun: Before you read the question may I look at 
it, please? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. Are you ready? 

Mr. Broun: Go ahead. 

Mr, Rose: I withdraw my prior statement, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You referred on your direct testimony 
to a statement made by Mr. Underw'ood in the General 
Body meeting and you said that thereafter the General | 
Manager of the plant had meetings with the Franklin group | 
and the Cambria group; did you mean by the word 
“group” their employees’ representatives? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you recall who- was the General Manager of the 
plant at the time? A. Yes, Mr. Custer, L. R. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, nr’ght I ask that Mr. Rose 
bring out whether or not Mr. Custer is still alive? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is he or isn’t he? 

The Witness: Xo, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Dead? 

14746 The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Broun: May I ask when? 

Trial p]xaminer Bloom: When did he die, Mr. Williams? 
The Witness: In the fall of 1936, Mr. Rose. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did I hear you say “no further 
questions”? 

Mr. Rose: Xo further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have some questions, Mr. 
Broun, T can ask them either before or after you do, it 
makes no difference. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me it might perhaps be a little 
more orderly, Mr. Examiner, if you could ask them first, 
don’t you think so? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I should think so, and then if 
you have any question you can ask them about my exam¬ 
ination. Afay we have Respondents’ Exhibit 177, that 
booklet? 

Mr. Broun: 177, isn’t that right, Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones; Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought if you would give it to 
the "witness for convenience— 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 177 was passed to the witness.) 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Blooni) Mr. Williams, as 

14747 I understand it, you were a member of the Xo. 5 
Joint Committee on Appeals for the 1936-37 Plan 

Year, is that correct? A. That’s right. 

Q. And you were likewise a member of that committee 
for the Plan Year, ’37-38? A. That’s right. 

Q. And you are presently a member of that same com¬ 
mittee? A. That’s right, sir. 

Q. So for the past three years, including the present one, 
you have been a member of the committee? A. That’s 
right, sir. 
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Q. Mr. Williaiiis, when was the last regular meeting of 
that committee held during the Plan Year 1936-1937? A. 
1936 and 1937 ? 

14748 Q. And for you—no, this Board’s Exhibit 10 
wouldn’t refer to that? A. No. 

Mr. Jones: Here is the card. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones has furnished the 
same card that you used the other day on direct examina¬ 
tion, I assume, which lists generally the dates of the com¬ 
mittee meetings for the Plan Year ’36 and ’37, 

(Thereupon, a document was passed to the witness.) 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may refer to that if you 
care to. 

The Witness: All right. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, do you have the 
present question in mind: When was the last regular meet¬ 
ing? A. Oh, regular? 

Q. Regular meeting. A. I thought special. 

Q. I am not talking about special meetings, if there were 
any, the last regular meeting of the No. 5 Committee in the 
Plan Year ’36 and ’37. 

Mr. Broun: Now, ^Ir. Examiner, the witness has said or 
indicated he didn’t remember. He has now been handed a 
card. It seems to me the question is, first, when was 

14749 the meeting scheduled to be held, if he is going to 
testify about that, because he hasn’t shown that he 

has any recollection and he hasn’t testified that was held 
on the day scheduled, 1 don’t know whether it was or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is still, when was 
the meeting held and T show him this card for the purpose 
of refreshing his recollection. He has testified there were 
meetings. Let’s ask it the other way. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) ^^Tien was the regular 
meeting of the No. 5 Joint Committee for the Plan Year 
1936 and 1937 scheduled to be held, that is the Joint Com¬ 
mittee meeting? A. January 26, 1937. 

Q. Do you know v/hether that meeting v/as hold? 

Mr. Broun: You mean on the date? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, on that date. 

The Witness: Yes, Mr. Bloom, I think it was. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Trial Plxamiiier Bloom) Xow, when was the first 
regular scheduled meeting ot‘ the Xo. o Joint Committee for 
the Plan Year 1937-1I>38:^ A. Can 1 have that, please? 

Q. You may, if you don't recaii. refei* to Board's Exhibit 
10 for the purpose of I'efreshiiig your recollection. 

.147o0 (Thereupon. Board's Exhll)it Xo. 10 was passed 
to the witness.) 


A. .May 24, 1937. 

Q. Xow, Mr. Williams, beiween January 2(>, liKJT. which 
you have told us was ilie dale of the last regularly scheduled 
meeting of the Xo. o Joint Committee for the l^Ian Year 
and '37, and May 24, 1037, Iiow could a s])eeial meeting cA' 
the Xo. o Joint Committee on App(»als have been called? 
A. You mean the method of calling it ? 

Q. Yes, what would Iiave been the procedure if someone 
desired to call a special met*l'ng within, roughly, that four- 
month i)eriod. some* time within that i>eriod? A. The aj)- 
proval of tlu‘ clmiruian of the Ceiieral I'iody, the manage¬ 
ment's special representative atul the ehairmaii of the com¬ 
mittee. 


147.”)1 (2. 1 see. Xow eould a special meeting have be(m 

('alle<i (h'.i'ing tliat ]»eriod without the eonscnl of the 
management's s]>ecia! representative; do you understand 
that (jueslion ? A. Yes. 

Q. Let'sas^ume. we will s:iy, tliat Mr. Evans had refused 
to give his consciu ; he was as 1 muh i'stand it ihe manage¬ 
ment's s)>eeial rep'roentative (iiiring liial p(*i‘i(Ml: could a 
s])ecial nK*(*ting iJ’ tin* Xo. o Jonit ('omijiiltiu* liave bt*en 
called during that o-. i’iiHi, b'.-en hehi during that pto'iod, 
under tile Plan? A. If I mu-in-sland the (picslion, if Mr. 
Evans had refused fr»‘in tliat liji.e nnlii the next time it iik*1 
to have a— 

(2- We are talking about special meetings. A. Yes, special 
meetings. 

Q. You liave lold U'^ the last regular meeting was Janu- 
arv 2Gtli, '.*>7. 

Mr. Broun: Of tlu‘ Jinnt Commiltc'e. 

Trial Examiner Bl(*om: ()f eoui-sr I am talking about 
the Joint Committee. 
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Q. (By Trial P]xanihier Bloom) I will start the ques¬ 
tion: You have told us, Mr. Williams, that the last reg¬ 
ularly scheduled meeting of the Joint Committee on Ap- 
jjeals, the Xo. ') (,'ommiltee, during the Plan Year 36 
14-7r)2 and '37 was sclioduled for January 26th, 1937; that 
the first meeting of tile Xo. .1 Joint Committee on Aj)- 
]K*ais foi* the Plan V(*ar 1937-38 was ^lay 24lh, 1937; my 
question is could a siH‘ciaI meeting of that same committee, 
the Xo. o Joint Committee on A])peals, l)een he'd during 
tliat four-month )>er:od without the consent of .Mr. lOvans; 
I am referring of course to the i»rt)c(’dure ])rovided under 
the Plan, and 1 think in response to one of Mr. Broun’s 
(|uestions you referred to <\-rinin poi’tions of llse Plan 
which indicated how committee meetings could he called? 
My ijuestion is directed to tlio same geiiei'al iiupiirv: do you 
find anything*. Mi*. Williams, hearing on tin? matter' A. 
Yes, I think tliaT if a c:ise like lliat come nj) that the repi'O- 
sentative would exereise his rigids of Section 10, ])age 17. 

Q. What jjrovision in S('<*tion 10 on ])age 17 would you 
think is a]>i)iicahlc to a situation where the nianagenienCs 
special represtmtative refuses io giv(' his eonseiil to the 
calling of a S])eciai Joint ('onnnittoe meeting of Xo. 5 (knn- 
miltec? A. Well. ‘*The Comeral Joint (^ommittee on Ap¬ 
peals siiall consider with reasonahle })roni])tness at I'eg'ular 
or specia.l iiK'tdings any matter so referred to it.” 

Q. Well, are yon not referring to jiage 16 Yes. 
147”)3 (j). Se^'tion t*' A. Section 9. ])ag(‘ 16, nndoi* I^ro- 

cedure. paragi*a]»h— 

(^). Paragranii 2, is that It.' A. Y<'s. sir, it conu‘s under 2, 
tlu‘ last part of 2 tiien*. 

Mr. Broun: 'Then tlie witness luiscited, shall W(* say' 

Trial Mxan'iiier i>l(;om: ^\'c!i, I* s! ralgliti'iied a 11 liial ;»iil 
in the r<*c()rd, M r. Brimn. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

(^. (By Trial K.xaminer idoom) Von arc now rel'erring 
to that paragr:iph ihat heg*in>, **'rhe (l(.•n(‘ral .loim ('ommit- 
tei* on .Appeals shall eo:i>i<!«'r with rcasonai)]^* prompl- 
ness—" A. "Keasonahle promj)lriess,” that's right. 
14734 (J. Isn't the nu*anlng of tiial pr(>\isi(>n this: 

Tliat once ihc matter lias l)c<*n refci'rcd to the (len- 
cra! .loiiit ('<>nmiitti*e on Ai>p<*ais, tliat that committ(*c sliall 
pr<K't‘(‘(l with reasonahle prom]>tncss. But I am referi'ing 
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to a situation wIkto i; is (.ioiroti io cali a special meeting of 
the Joint Conimiltee on .\ppeals and ‘die nianagenient's 
special represenladve declines or rel'iises to give his con¬ 
sent to tlie calling or llie holding of a sjiecial meeting; could 
such a meeting he held under the pi'ovisions of this Plan? 

Xow, I have leferred specihcaily to a four-months period? 
A. Ves, I think by exercising Section 10. 

Q. You are now referring to Sc'ctlon 10? A. Tiuit's right. 

Q. The one tiiat is liea<.uHl, “(iuariinteeing the Iiuleiieiid- 
ence of Mmiiloyees' Represenlalives’’? A. That is true. 

Q. Xow, what, in that [)rovision, would permit the hold¬ 
ing of a Joint i'ommiitee meeting where the management's 
si>ecial i*e]ircs*'nia:iv'.' dtclines lo give liis ('onsent to the 
holding of siicli a meeting? A. If the management's 
147o.') repiT'sentative would refuse to give his consent to 
a Joint (*omm!tlee meeting, that Is on Ai)p(.‘als, for 
a iteriod ol‘ four imuiths, I couldn't eoncciNe any otlier idea, 
or r(*ason, imt for personal diseriminalion against die rep- 
resentativi* and I would ai>peai to tiie general manager of 
the Planl. 

Weli, in >\hal way woidd ilia! he diseriminalion 
against tiie reprt‘>ei!lativt'? Pead Seeiioii 10, reatl it aloud 
and slowly an<l think aliont it as you go along and tell im* 
what jiai't in tluu'e would lead you to ihat eoueiusion. A. 
“T(» injure each employees* repivsimiative—" 

.Mr. Broun: Mr. Kxaminer, it is in the record, wliy 
should it he read into the reeord ? 

Trial 1‘lxaminer Bhxnn: Well, this man is eliairman of 
The IMaii. 

Mr. Bi*oun: I am not objecting, of course, to his reading 
it, it just (loe>n't setm: to me that wv U(‘ed it aloud. 

Trial Kxiiminer Bloom: h s(M!is to me sometimes if a 
man reads somc-thiug aloiul as he goes along, oeeasionally— 

Mr. Broun: Xo use i,'n!ting it on t!a‘ record, is there? 

Tidal Kxaminer Bloom: I don't see any ])articntai* harm 
in it. 

l-tToG Mr. Broun: My only point was that it is already 
in the reeord. 

Trial Kxaminm* Bhxjm : I know il's in the record, hut I 
don't want to this all oil* t!n‘ ?-(‘Cord. 

Mr. Broun: All I an; suggesting lx* off llu* record *w tin* 
reading. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: AVill, I may want to ask him 
as we go along* what certain portions mean. Well, I will 
read it aloud to you, tlien, Mr. Williams, 1 will read the first 
one and you listen close. 

The Witness: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ‘‘It is undei'slood and agreed”— 

Mr. Broun: i still can’t see why it sliould be in the rec¬ 
ord. 

Trial Examiner IMoom : Tt is understood and agreed that 
each emitloy* (‘s’ »-epresentntiv(‘ shall be free to discharge 
his duties in an :ndep(‘ndeTit manner without fear that his 
individual 1 ‘elations with the coni])any may be affected in the 
least degree by any action Irkc-i by liim in good faith in his 
I'epresentative cai)acity.” 

(By Trial Examiner Bloom) 'Would yon say, Mr. 
AVillinms. tliat tlial fii‘st ]n*iragra]ih that 1 liave read would 
hav(* any relation to our situation where tlie management's 
rei»i*<*sentative declines or refuses to give liis con- 
14757 sent to tlie holding of a .Toint ('onimittee meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Xow, AFr. Examiner, the witness has 
told you. I think, dial if tin* management^ rcnn*<*ser-tativ(^ 
sliould refuse for a period of foui* months to eonseiil to a 
sjH'cial meeting of tiie Joint ('ommitU*e. that he would eon- 
sidcu* that it was a case of discrimination against the rc])re- 
sentativ'' and would take it ipi uudm* Section 10. 

It doi‘sirt soem to me you could then lake Section 10 and 
pull it to ].'iec(‘s, hriek by lirick, and ask him which one ap¬ 
plies. It apjilies to llie wliole section, as 1 understand it. 

Ti’ial Examiner Bloom: 1 don’t s(*e why not. .Mr. Wil¬ 
liams is chairman of llie Plan ami if he is going to give ns 
ojiinions on wliat the IMan means, on wliat it means, I <Ion't 
se(- how (dse \\e can proceeil except to ask him jnsl ulnil the 


language does. In fact, mean. 

Mr. Broun: Well, it seems to me liiai lie should he askevl, 
not the tiling reavl to him sentence by sentence. 

Trial Exaiiiiner Ihoom: All right, yon read it, Mi*. 
Williams, read it to ymirself. 

Mr. J^roun: I never objected to his reading it, 1 was 


just— 

Trial iOxamincr IMooni: All right, read it toyonr- 
1475.S self, Mr. Wlilimns, ami Icii ns spccitically what lan¬ 
guage in there leads you to the conclusion that you 
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have apparently come to, that if the management’s repre¬ 
sentative would refuse, as we have stated before, that some¬ 
thing could be done under Section 10 of the Plan about it? 

The "Witness; Mr. Hlooni, in i'le part here where it says, 
“He shall have the to take the (luestion of alleged 

personal discrimination against him on account of his acts 
in his representative eai)acity to the general manager of the 
Plan—” that would be mo—where it is—I base my state¬ 
ment that I would feel that if Mr. Evans held up a meeting 
w'hich I was handling as a representative and was ready to 
go to the Appeals Committee, had gone through the reg¬ 
ular channels, that 1 would feel that he was certainly dis¬ 
criminating against me. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Why do you say that? 
A. Because 1 can't see any reason for holding one up for 
four months. Really— 

Q. No, I am talking about the IMan, you say you don’t see 
any reason for holding one u]> for four months? A. Yes. 

Q. And 1 am trying to find out whether there is any pro¬ 
vision in the Plan that would cover such a situation? A. 

Well, that is my interpretation of that, yes. 

14759 Q. Now, read that paragraph, Mr. Williams, start 
off where it says, ‘ ‘ To insure. ” A. “ To insure each 
employees’ representative his—” 

Q. “Right”? A. “Right of such independent action he 
shall have—” 

Q. Now, what is “to such independent action,” what does 
that refer to; does it not refer to the independent action, 
independent manner, referred to in the first paragraph of 
Section 10? A. “Free to discharge his duties.” That’s 
right. Well, independent action would be something— 
would bo from the beginning of the procedure to the end, 
or anything that even— 

Q. Well, doesn’t this section, Mr. Williams, mean sub¬ 
stantially this: That an employee shall be free to dis¬ 
charge his duties under the Plan without being afraid that 
because he takes, we will say, an attitude which might op¬ 
pose the management attitude at any particular point, that 
he shall not be discriminated against, or should not have 
any fear of discrimination? 

For instance, the language, the heading, says, “Guaran¬ 
teeing the independence of employees’ representatives”. 



BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7333 

Now, isn’t this section, in fact, designed to protect the em¬ 
ployees in the performance of their duties so that they 
won’t hesitate to take action by reason of fear or 

14760 possible fear that the management might discrim¬ 
inate against them because they did do what they 

thought was right? Let’s assume— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you don’t intend to ask that 
question in such a way as to indicate that only that is the 
Xmrpose, that it is restricted entirely to that, necessarily? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I want to find out, I want 
to suggest certain possibilities to Mr. Williams, that is true. 
If you have any other suggestions later, why, I am sure 
that you are free to make them, but I think it is important 
to point out just what the chairman of the Plan thinks that 
the language in the Plan means. 

To state it again, Mr. Williams, isn’t it— 

Mr. Broun: Suppose there were an agreement, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: "^Tiat, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Suppose it were an agreement, wouldn’t it 
be a question of judicial cognizance in the final analysis— 
that is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, suppose it were an agree¬ 
ment— 

Mr. Broun; Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose it isn’t an agree- 

14761 meant, suppose it is a plan of Employees’ Represen¬ 
tation that people work under, that employees in a 

plant work under, isn’t it important to find out if those em¬ 
ployees know what the plan provides? 

This is not an agreement, this is a Plan of Employees’ 
Representation. We have here the chairman of fhe Plan 
and I think it is vital to find out if this man and other people 
understand it, otherwise it might be written in Sanskrit. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr, Examner, the witness has also 
called attention to paragraph 2 of Section 9. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true. 

Mr. Broun: As bearing on the situation and I under¬ 
stood him to say that was part of the provision which led 
him to say that the Plan required prompt action by the 
Joint Committee in certain instances. 
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Trial Exanuiier Bloom: That’s correct, but the sec¬ 
tion— 

Mr. Broun: In which case you will notice section, the 
next paragraph— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Broun, Section 9 is 
the procedure for adjustments. Section 10 is headed 
“Guaranteeing the Independence of Employees’ Represen¬ 
tatives”. 

Mr. Broun: That’s right. 

14762 Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr. Williams has 
referred to both sections. At the present time I 

would like to see, find out, what ho thinks Section 10 means 
and then I will take up Section 9. I can’t take them up 
both at one time. 

Mr. Broun: My only suggestion was that I didn’t think 
that you intended to imply from your question that neces¬ 
sarily the section was restricted to that only. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What section. Section 10f 
Mr. Broun: Section 10, the section which your question 
was directed to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Section 10 is written, it 
is rather short— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr, Williams— A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Is not the puriiose of Section 10 to guarantee the in¬ 
dependence of employees’ representatives in such a way 
that they shall be free to discharge their duties without 
fear that their relations w’ith the company shall be affected 
by any action taken by them? A. According to the book, 
then, part of my duty is to take a case which I am handling 
for the employees to the committee. 

Q. Yes, now that is the point, it is part of your duty to 
take it to the committee? A. That’s right. 

14763 Q. Now, you take it to the committee in accordance 
with the provisions of the Plan, is that not correct? 

A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, one of the provisions of the Plan is that com¬ 
mittee meetings may be called in a certain manner, is not 
that correct? A. That’s right. 

Q. I refer you to Section 7 on the top of page 13, para¬ 
graph 4, and I will read it; listen closely, please: 
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“Special meetings of the General Body may be held as 
occasion may require upon the call of the chairman there¬ 
of with the approval of the Committee on Rules.” 

Now, do you have any question as to how special meetings 
of the General Body may be called, from this language, I 
mean? A. No. 

14764 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Then, “Spe¬ 
cial meetings of any committee may be held as oc¬ 
casion may require upon the call of the chairman thereof 
with the approval of the chairman of the General Body.” 

Do you have any question about how special meetings 
of any committee are called? As used here “com.mittee” 
means Standing Committee? 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, that langauge is 
perfectly clear? A. Yes. 

Q. “And special meetings of any Joint Committee may 
be held as occasion may require upon the call of the chair¬ 
man thereof with the approval of the chairman of the Gen¬ 
eral Body and the management’s special representative.” 

Now, in the light of that, which provides for the proced¬ 
ure for the calling of special meetings of the Joint Commit¬ 
tee, do you still think that you could do anything about it 
if the management's special representative, during the 
four-month period we have indicated, refused to approve 
the call of a special meeting of the Joint Committee on 
xVppeals? A. Yes, sir, I do. 

Q. All right. You are still of the opinion that it would 
refer to Section 10? A. Tliat is correct. 

14765 Q. That would cover such a situation? A. That 
is right. That is my understanding; yes, sir. 

Q. And you still are of the opinion that the refusal of 
the management’s special representative to consent to the 
calling of a Joint Committee meeting would be in the nature 
of a personal discrimination against a representative who 
desired to take up a grievance ? A. Over a period of four 
months, yes. I do not think that if just a matter of a week, 
or something reasonable like that, no, because it might just 
not be suitable on a moment’s notice to him, but outside of 
waiving a little thing like that, yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know that the record 
is clear. I intended, and I assume you understood me to 
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intend^ when I mentioned the matter a short while ago, that 
it seems to me the opinion of the witness as to a written 
document canno-t he a binding thing, and therefore I should 
have an objection on that ground. I do not mean to say 
that the opinion of the chairman of the General Body is 
not a matter of interest. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, you will recall that 
on your direct examination you went over this whole Plan, 
inch by inch, asking him whether this provision pro- 

14766 vided for that, and that provision provided for this. 

Mr. Broun; I thought I asked him a question such 
as this: “Are there provisions in the Plan governing the 
calling of special meetings,” and the witness would say yes, 
and he would point out the provision, but did not point out 
specific situations. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, you did not go into 
the question of adjustment of grievances? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You did not go into provisions 
of how Joint Committees might be called? 

Mr. Broun: I did go into that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I may be going into it more 
specifically, to find out whether this witness, Mr. Williams, 
who was the chairman of the Plan and has been chairman 
for several years, can tell us how the Plan operates in spe¬ 
cific situations. 

Mr. Broun: I do not think I made myself clear. I have 
no objection to you or anybody going into the operation of 
the Plan and telling how the Plan operates under specific 
situations, and I think it is entirely proper. I merely 
wanted the record to show that I did not want to admit, or 
have it taken as admitting that in any particular hypothet¬ 
ical situation such as the one you presented, that the 

14767 statement of the chairman as to what should happen 
is binding. You recall he testified on direct exam¬ 
ination that the management’s special representative had 
never refused to call any special meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is true. 

Mr. Broun; Therefore it is a hypothetical situation, and 
not testimony as to what took place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but I am asking the chair¬ 
man of the Plan who, I assume, is as familiar with the Plan 
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as anyone would be, with the working of the Plan in cer¬ 
tain particulars, and how it would operate in a given situa¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: I have no objection, Mr. Examiner, to your 
going into how the Plan operates, but when you go into how 
the Plan would work in some situation which has not oc¬ 
curred, it seems to me I should have an objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Isn’t it important to find out 
how the Plan would work in a given situation in the mind 
of this particular witness, who has been the chairman of the 
Plan, and has been such for several years? 

Mr. Broun: That may be, but I do not think the opinion 
of the chairman of the Plan can be binding as to something 
in the future as to the way the Plan would or would not 
work, because the Plan is a written document and subject 
to interpretation. 

14768 Trial Examiner Bloom: But Mr. Williams’ idea 
of what this Plan is, is very important, and it may 

be, as you suggest, that his opinion is not binding on the 
way it would, in fact, work. 

Mr. Broun: I just wanted my objection clear. I do not 
object to going into it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But I think it is important to 
get his ideas on the subject. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think I should further say 
that it seemed to me from your questioning you were not 
asking the witness what the interpretation would be, but 
were trying to get him to say that the interpretation was 
one thing rather than another. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I am suggesting to him 
certain possible interpretations and, if he disagrees with 
me, that is certainly his privilege; but I want him to ex¬ 
press himself on what this language means. I have my own 
ideas on what it means, and I dare say you have, but I 
want to know the witness’ ideas. 

Mr. Moore: May I say this? Why don’t you take the 
last paragraph of Section 2, and paragraph 2 and para¬ 
graph 3 of Section 9, and point out to the witness that in 
that way he gets right by the Joint Committee and goes 
directly to the president of the company. 

14769 Trial Examiner Bloom: Which section? 

Mr. Broun: Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Section 9. 
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Mr. Moore: That the Joint Committee disappears. 
Point that out to him and get that interpretation. That 
seems fair, not to get the interpretation you want. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not care what interpreta¬ 
tion he makes. 

Mr. Moore: The Plan is quite plain that under such cir¬ 
cumstances the Plan can go right to the president of the 
company, right over the Joint Committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean— 

Mr. Moore: If the management’s representative under¬ 
takes to block the Plan, what hope is there in going to a 
Joint Committee? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not get the point. You re¬ 
ferred to what two sections? 

Mr. Moore: Paragraphs 2 and 3. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On what page ? 

Mr. Moore: Page 16 on my copy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well— 

Mr. Moore: If the General Body chairman should refuse 
to grant its consent, it would be a different proposition. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, Mr. Moore— 

Mr. Moore: If I used the word “appeal” I used 
14770 the wrong word. I might say they might go directly 
to the president of the company and complain that 
the management’s representative is not conducting himself 
properly, that he is blocking the operation of the Plan in 
accordance with its terms. The last paragraph of para¬ 
graph 2 says, “The General Joint Committee on Appeals 
shall consider with reasonable promptness, at a regular or 
special meeting, every matter so referred to it.” 

Now, if a matter has been referred to the General Joint 
Committee on Appeals and the General Joint Committee on 
Appeals wants to hold, or the employees’ representative 
wants to have held a special meeting so the matter can be 
taken up promptly, and promptly disposed of, and the 
management’s representative—in other words, the local 
management refuses to allow the matter to go on, and that 
section be complied with, I say it is perfectly clear that the 
Plan may immediately go to the president of the company 
and complain that the management’s representative is not 
doing his duty; and in other words, he can be cut right out 
of the Plan, and the Joint Committee can be passed over, 
as though it was an adverse decision. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Take the paragraph 2 on page 
16, Mr. Moore. I might say that that was the very next 
point I intended to take up with the witness, but since 

14771 you brought it up, w’e will take it up in the order you 
suggested. 

Paragraph 2 on page 16 is that “unless a satisfactory dis¬ 
position of any such matter shall have been effected within 
a reasonable time after it shall have been taken up, as pro¬ 
vided under paragraph 1 of this section 9, any employee of 
the company through his employees’ representative or the 
management through the management’s special representa¬ 
tive, may require such matter to be referred to the General 
Joint Committee on Appeals by a request in writing ad¬ 
dressed to said Joint Committee specifying in detail the 
matter requiring adjustment and the reasons which war¬ 
rant its consideration by said Joint Committee.” 

This paragraph would have no reference to the question 
of where the management’s special representative, we will 
say, would refuse to give his consent to the calling of a 
special meeting, or do you see that this paragraph has any 
such bearing? 

Mr. Moore: It does not seem to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You got to that point— 

Mr. Moore: This only provides as to w’hat shall be done, 
what shall be referred and how’ things can be referred. 

Mr. Jones: It looks like a ministerial act, refer- 

14772 ring it to the president. It does not require any¬ 
thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It says, “may require such mat¬ 
ter to be referred”— 

Mr. Jones: So the General Body has nothing else to do | 
than to refer it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They refer it to the General 
Joint Committee on Appeals, but, is the procedure referring 
to the calling of a special meeting—not to the referring, but 
to the calling of a special meeting of the Joint Committee— 

Mr. Jones: I would conclude that this matter join in 
with the next paragraph. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Let us take the next paragraph. 

“The General Joint Committee on Appeals shall consider | 
with reasonable promptness, at a regular or special meeting, ] 
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every matter so referred to it and may adopt such means 
as it shall deem necessary in order that it may ascertain the 
facts, and may effect a settlement of such matter.’’ 

14773 Did I understand you to say that this paragraph 
did have some bearing on the question ? 

Mr. Moore: Not only some bearing, but the most direct 
bearing. This is the section which, in my mind, covers the 
problem you were presenting to Mr. Williams and trying to 
get an interpretation. I am not disagreeing -with your in¬ 
terpretation of ten, but I do not think it is fair to take ten, 
and have this witness take ten as if that was controlling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understand the witness re¬ 
ferred to ten. 

Mr. Moore: What interpretation do you want? What 
we want is a fair interpretation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I want to get the witness’ inter¬ 
pretation of the Plan, of which he is the chairman. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Bloom, I call your attention to the fact 
that the witness referred to the second paragraph of par¬ 
agraph 2 of Section 9 as the paragraph which required the 
General Joint Committee to go ahead. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, taking 
Section 9, the paragraph under paragraph 2, the one read¬ 
ing, “The General Joint Committee shall consider with rea¬ 
sonable promptness”—do you think that has any 

14774 bearing on the question where the management’s 
special representative has refused to consent to the 

calling of a special meeting of the No. 5 Joint Committee 
on Appeals? A. Yes, because if the General Joint Commit¬ 
tee on Appeals does not consider it within reasonable 
promptness, there has to be a reason for it. Either the fact 
that the committee did not do it or someone tried to pre¬ 
vent it. 

Q. 'Would you say, if a matter came up before the Gen¬ 
eral Joint Committee on Appeals on May 24th and that it 
acted within a matter of five days thereafter, that that 
would be considered an unreasonable delay? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, you have to relate it 
to some subject matter. Unreasonable delay in one case is 
different from unreasonable delay in another. 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Take any situation, Mr. 
Williams. If the General Joint Committee on Appeals, No. 
5, had a meeting on May 24,1937 and on the day the matter 
was presented to it, considered and disposed of it by way 
of a recommendation, would you say that the committee 
had acted with promptness 1 A. If— 

Q. If on the day the matter was presented to it, it was 
disposed of? A. It would be fine. 

14775 Q. Suppose any matter went over three years, 
from one meeting to another, would you say in that 

case that there was delay? A. If it lasted three years? 

Q. Yes. If it took the committee three years to dispose 
of something. Given the average type of case that goes up 
to the various committees? A. Three years is a long time. 

Q. 1 daresay it is. Well, but suppose the matter never 
came to the General Joint Committee until May 24th, even 
though tlic incident which initiated the grievance started on 
Januar}’ 28th. Would you say the General Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals was lax if it disposed of the matter on 
Mav 24th? 

14776 Mr. Broun: Well now, Mr, Examiner, where the 
matter had been between January 28th and May 

24th— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what 1 would like to 
find out. 

Mr. Broun: You have the whole procedure as to time. 
The General Joint Committee on Appeals does not have 
anything to do with it until it is referred to it under Para¬ 
graph 2. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How is it referred to it? 

Mr. Broun: The Plan is perfectly clear. It seems to 
me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: By way of a special meeting? 
Mr. Broun: I do not see any reference to a special 
meeting. 

Mr. Jones: Don’t you think it would be important, 
under your state of facts to say the incident which occurred 
January 28th, would not appear for two weeks on the pay 
sheet? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us assume the matter ap¬ 
peared in the pay sheet on January 28th. 

Mr. Jones: And he made a prompt grievance— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, and let us assume a letter 
was delivered to the General Joint Committee on Appeals, 
or the request in writing was addressed to the General 
Joint Committee on Appeals. 

14777 Mr. Jones: Do you think a fair question to ask 
Mr. Williams, is to ask when that reached the Gen¬ 
eral Joint Committee on Appeals? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Under the provisions 
of the Plan when would that reach the General Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals, Mr. Jones’ hypothetical question? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if you are dealing with lax¬ 
ness of the General Joint Committee on Appeals, it seems 
to me you must state when it does reach the General Joint 
Committee on Appeals so you can then see whether or not 
the General Joint Committee on Appeals would be in that 
situation considered lax. An employees’ representative 
might delay it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Assume on January 28th, two 
days after the last regular scheduled meeting in 1937 of 
the No. 5 Joint Committee, there had been referred to the 
General Joint Committee on Appeals a written request 
addressed to the Joint Committee setting forth in detail 
a certain matter that required adjustment. Now, let us 
assume that the Committee did nothing about that until 
the next regular meeting. Would you say that that would 
be such a delay, assuming it was an urgent matter, that 
would permit the matter to be taken directly to the presi¬ 
dent of the company by reason of the laxness of the 

14778 General Joint Committee on Appeals? Is that what 
you had in mind? 

Mr. Broun: You are assuming the next meeting is May 
24th? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: During this four-month period? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. In other words, I don’t 
know if you have it clearly. Let me ask this question: 

On January 28 a request in writing is delivered to the 
General Joint Committee on Appeals, we will say, and no 
special meeting is called at all, so that the next regular 
meeting would be May 24th. Let us assume, having in 
mind Mr. Broun’s suggestion that the matter is a reason¬ 
ably urgent one, so we would say the General Joint Com- 
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mittee on Appeals was lax in not having considered it prior 
to the 24th of May. 

Mr. Broun: Besides the matter being urgent, haven’t 
you got to make an assumption, if we are going to go along 
on this hypothetical situation, how complicated it is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us assume it is not com¬ 
plicated, it is very simple, but very urgent, so that the 
ordinary person would assume, you as a representative 
would assume, that the committee was negligent, or 

14779 not working with reasonable promptness in consid¬ 
ering the matter. Would you say then that the re¬ 
fusal of the management’s special representative to consent 
to the calling of a special meeting would entitle you, as a 
representative at that point, to go direct to the president 
of the company? 

The Witness: If I had heard of his reasons—I don’t 
know what they might be, and in my mind he was deliber¬ 
ately delaying the case after hearing all the facts, I say I 
would. 

Q (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Then, what would hap¬ 
pen when you went to the president of the company? A. I 
(Ion’t know liow to answer that. I am not a mind reader. 

Q. No. What is the procedure in the Plan? I don’t 
know what would happen in a given case, but in the Plan, 
what would be the procedure when you went to the presi¬ 
dent of the company? A. I would explain to the president 
of the company what had taken place, and tell him, in my 
mind this was a very urgent case, and I feel that Mr. 
S. D. Evans, the management’s special representative, was 
delaying the case without good reason. 

14780 Q. Before you go on with that, Mr. Williams, let 
me ask another question. In the situation I indi¬ 
cated before, if Mr. Evans during that four-months’ period 
would refuse to consent to hold a special meeting, would 
the matter ever be considered by the General Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Appeals at all, or would you just ride over it 
and go to the president? A. No, sir—do you mean during 
that period the committee would not call a special meeting? 

Q. That the management’s representative would not con¬ 
sent to the calling of a special meeting, would the General 
Joint Committee consider the matter at all, or would you, 
as a representative, by reason of the failure to have a 
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meeting, or by reason of the failure of the management’s 
special representative to consent to the calling of a meet¬ 
ing, go right over the general Joint Committee, the No. 5 
Committee, and go direct to the president of the company! 
Mr. Broun: Haven’t you got two questions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Strike the question. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, if the 
management’s special representative refused to consent to 
the calling of a special meeting in the four-months’ period 
we have been talking about, would the matter ever be con¬ 
sidered during that four-months’ period by the Gen- 

14781 eral Joint Committee on Appeals? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that question 
assumes the veiy negation of what it stands on, doesn’t it? 
You say if there is not a meeting of the committee, would 
the matter be— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. I said, if the manage¬ 
ment’s special representative refuses to consent to the 
calling of a meeting, could the No. 5 Joint Committee con¬ 
sider the matter during the four-months’ period or until 
the next regularly scheduled meeting? 

The Witness: I beg your pardon? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you read it? 

The Witness: The attorneys have been arguing so much, 
I sort of slipped out of it. 

(The reporter repeated the last statement of the Trial 
Examiner as above set forth.) 

The Witness: Could they? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Yes, could the Joint 
Committee on Appeals consider the matter? A. All I can 
say is from what has happened, talk of the past. We have 
had special meetings of the Joint Committee on Appeals 
between their last meeting and the new meeting, yes, sir. 
Q. That is true, and those meetings have been held with 
the consent of the management’s special representa- 

14782 tive? A. He has never refused; that is right. 

Q. Assume a situation where he does refuse? A. 
To follow the regular plan? 

Q. Yes. Can there be a meeting? A. In my mind, there 
would be a meeting. 

Q. Of the Joint Committee? A. Undoubtedly. 
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Mr. Broun: Might we ask this question? Isn’t your 
question this, that if the management’s special representa¬ 
tive did not approve a meeting stated in Section 4 or para¬ 
graph, whatever it is, I mean, paragraph 4 of Section 7, I 
guess it is, could the members of the Joint Comiiuttee 
voluntarily get together and consider the matter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, under the provisions of 
the Plan, could the committee hold a meeting, the Joint 
Committee hold a meeting, despite the refusal of the man¬ 
agement’s special representative to give his consent to 
the holding of the meeting? 

The Witness: I would not see anything that would stop 
that 

Mr. Broun: Under the provisions of the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are talking about the Plan. 
People can get together and hold a meeting any place they 
want, but the question is, could they hold such a 

14783 meeting under the provisions of the Plan? 

Mr. Broun: Then I misunderstood it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Obviously, the ten members of 
the committee could get together and hold a meeting, but 
would that be a meeting under the provisions of the Plan? 

jMr. Broun: And, of course, they could consider any¬ 
thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but would that be under 
the provisions of the Plan, and would it have any binding 
effect under the Plan? And your answer, Mr. Williams, 
is that you would think they could? 

The Witness; Yes, sir. 

14784 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Go back to the 
sihiation where you go to the president. What hap¬ 
pens when you go to the pi'esident, under the machinery 
of the Plan? I do not mean what actually would happen, 
but what is the procedure under the Plan? A. The presi¬ 
dent shall be notified and such matters may be referred, if 
the president and a majority of the employees’ representa¬ 
tives on the General Joint Committee on Appeals agree to 
such a reference, to an arbitrator or arbitrators to be de¬ 
termined at the time according to the nature of the con¬ 
troversy. 

Q. Well now, suppose the president refuses to refer the 
matter to an arbitrator, what happens? A. It would be 
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possible for the employees to call a strike, if they wanted to. 

Q. All right. Is there any provision in the Plan for 
calling the strike? A. No, sir, and nothing there to pre¬ 
vent it neither. 

Q. How would you go about calling a strike in such an 
event, that is, would you call a meeting, or what? A. Now 
you are trying to get me to predict the future. I don’t 
know what I might do in calling a strike, whether I would 
go to the radio station and broadcast it— 

ilr. Broun: I believe you were asking the witness specu¬ 
lative questions, what would happen in a situation 

14785 that the witness says has not happened. It has 
nothing to do with the Plan in the case. You are 

trying to got the witness to make statements on hypotheti¬ 
cal questions about what would happen on the basis of 
facts that never existed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We have here a Plan that has 
certain machinery. I believe it is important to find out his 
idea of that machinery. 

^Ir. Broun: But now you are not talking about the ma¬ 
chinery of the Plan, but about something outside the Plan, 
about nothing in the Plan, to call a strike or prevent a 
strike. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But he says if the president of 
the company would refuse to refer the matter to an arbi¬ 
trator—a matter that has gone to arbitrators—that a 
strike might be called. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thereupon follows the next 
question, does the Plan make any provision for calling a 
strike meeting. 

^Ir. Broun: And the answer is no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The answer is no. 

Mr. Broun: And the Plan makes no provision for calling 
a strike, and he says he does not say he would call a strike, 
and I say it is improper. 

14786 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) How would a 
strike be called, in your opinion? 

Mr. Broun: Do you overrule my objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right, Mr. Broun. 

The Witness: How would one be called? 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Yes, What would be 
the machinery of calling a strike? 

Mr. Broun: Under what, Mr. Examiner? He testified 
there isn’t any machinery under the Plan. There is no 
provision in the Plan about a strike. You are talking about 
reading the future, it seems to me. You ask him to cross 
the bridge before he gets there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is a labor organization 
and there have been times when labor organizations have 
been known to go on strike. Some of them have specific 
machinery set up for going on strike. 

Mr. Broun: Do they? IVhat are they? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Various literature— 

Mr. Broun: I don’t see what that has to do with this 
situation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Let it go. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, Mr. Williams, re¬ 
ferring again to Section 9, which is the procedure for ad¬ 
justments, would you look at page 16 near the top where it 
says, “Third. The General Manager of the Plant, 
14787 who shall endeavor to etfect a settlement or who may 
with the approval of all the parties refer the matter 
to any proper Joint Committee, or he may do both.” 

What does the language “approval of all the parties” 
moan? I mean, to whom does the phrase, “all the parties” 
refer? They take over the grievances you have handled. 
Take the six or seven you told us about, Wlio would be 
the parties in a given situation, or possibly I can give you 
a situation. 

Assume an employee complains about his foreman, says 
that his foreman is not giving him credit on his time 
sheets, if that is the procedure, for all the work he is doing. 
Suppose he works overtime and the foreman refuses to 
0. K. overtime work—is that the way overtime work is 
handled, or even regular work? Mustn’t someone 0. K. 
the time cards? A. A foreman signs the time cards. 

Q. Suppose a man is scheduled for work for eight hours, 
and works two hours overtime, and the foreman signs the 
card for only eight hours, and he has a grievance for two 
hours? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, is that fair? I understand 
that time clocks are used. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Bnt someone must write it on 
the card, or does he? 

14788 The Witness: Oh, no. The card is stamped. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Let us take a 
situation whore it is a question of volume of work. Are you 
ever paid for the amount of work you do? A. What do 
you mean, piece work? 

Q. Yes. A, Sure. 

Q, Someone has to—I suppose—indicate by approval the 
amount of piecework? A. The job is completed. It is not 
until the job is completed, and ho 0. K.’s it. 

Q. He would 0. K. that—who would 0. K. it, the foreman 
or the clerk? A. The turn foreman. 

Q. Take a situation like that where the turn foreman 
refuses to 0. K. it for any reason at all. Suppose he does 
not like the man—anything. A. Yes. 

Q. Then the matter goes to the representative—it be¬ 
comes a grievance under the Plan. The first step, as I 
understand it that you take, is to take it to the plant fore¬ 
man; then the foreman, being an arbitrary soul, says, 
“nothing doing.’’ Then you take it up with the superin¬ 
tendent; then you take it up with the management’s spe¬ 
cial representative; then you take it up with the 
!!4T89 General ^lanager of the plant. Let us assume he 
cannot settle it. Then we got to the language I 
asked you about where it says, “The General Manager of 
the Plant, who shall endeavor to effect a settlement, or 
who may with the approval of all the parties refer the 
matter to any proper Joint Committee, or who may do 
both,” who in a situation like that would be considered as 
the parties? A. Well, I would say the General Manager 
of the Plant himself would be one party, and the representa¬ 
tive would be the other. That is the parties. 

Q. You say, the General Manager of the Plant and the 
representative? A. Yes. 

Q. Well then, would the General ^lanager have to give 
his consent to refer the matter to a Joint Committee under 
this language, if he is one of the parties? A. If he agrees 
to it, that is his approval. If he refuses to settle, naturally 
the representative would be satisfied. 

Q. Suppose the General Manager declines, refuses to 
refer the matter to a Joint Committee, what would happen 
to the grievance under the provisions of the Plan? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may we have a short re¬ 
cess? 

14790 Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read the last thing 
you have? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: The other reporter is not here yet. 

Mr. Broun: I would like that read again. 

(The reporter again repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: You are assuming also, of course, that a 
satisfactory disposition had not been made to the employee, 
Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I assume—^you recall I 
took the witness up on the provisions of paragraph 1 of 
Section 9, up to the point where he was with the General 
Manager of the Plant who could not settle the matter. 
Then I believe I asked Mr. Williams who were the parties 
referred to in there, where it says, “or who may with the 
approval of all the parties refer the matter to any proper 
Joint Committee, or who may do both.” 

Mr. Jones: May an automatic exception be noted at this 
time, that I have an exception to all the rulings along this 
line of testimony? j 

14791 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

I think Mr. Williams also told us that his con¬ 
struction of the parties there was the employees’ repre¬ 
sentative and the General Manager. Am I correct, Mr. j 
Williams? | 

The Witness: Yes. j 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, the present ques- [ 
tion is, if the General Manager who has failed to effect a 
settlement of the matter declines to refer the matter to a I 
proper Joint Committee, what would happen to the griev- | 
ance from that point on under the provisions of the Plan? I 
A. That was the question to me? I 
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Q. Yes, to you. A. It would be referred to the proper 
Joint Committee. 

Q. Then, who would refer it to the proper Joint Com¬ 
mittee if the General Manager of the Plant refused or de¬ 
clined to refer it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, shouldn’t you point out to 
the witness the provisions of paragraph 2 of Section 9? 
It seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I was assuming we would 
get to that next, but there is no harm in that. 

^Ir. Broun: I think the difficulty, Mr. Examiner, 

14792 is you are talking about things that never happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They may never happen, 
but they might happen under the Plan. I don’t know what 
might happen; you don’t know what might happen. We 
want to find out the machinery of the Plan under certain 
situations. 

Mr. Moore: Isn’t the question you read a limitation on 
the power of the General Manager, and does not apply to 
the employee. It may place a limitation on the General 
Manager, but there is no limitation on the employee, is 
there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, my question was how he 
would proceed after the General Manager who had failed 
to effect a settlement or adjustment of a matter, declined 
to refer the matter to a proper Joint Committee. 

Mr. Moore: But my difficulty is that I do not see what 
your question is. The question is not what would the 
General Manager do then. Your question is what would 
happen to the grievance? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: There is nothing that limits the employee, 
is there? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I want to find out. 
The Plan says, as it stands now, that the General Manager 
of the Plant, who shall—and I assume that means 

14793 the General Manager—who shall endeavor to effect 
a settlement or who may with the approval of all 

the parties—and I assume that is still the General Manager, 
and he says, all the parties, the employees’ representative 
and the General Manager, refer the matter to any proper 
Joint Committee or who may do both, I am assuming a 
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situation where the General Manager does not refer it to 
a proper Joint Committee, but refuses to refer it to a 
proper Joint Committee. What then is the next step under 
the Plan? 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me you are as¬ 
suming there is a Plan for some purposes and not for 
other purposes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not assuming anything. 
I am asking the witness questions. 

Mr. Moore: It seems to me you are confusing the situa¬ 
tion when you read the third paragraph of section 1. All 
the question need be is, suppose the matter is not satis¬ 
factorily settled with the General Manager, then what hap¬ 
pens? It is not a question of whether he does or does not 
exercise the power— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume the draftsman who 
prepared this document had something in mind when he 
put paragraph 3 in the document, and I assume when the 
Plan was approved, if it was, and the Plan does not 
14794 show that something was meant. I can see that by 
paragraph 3 certain powers were given to the Gen¬ 
eral Manager. I want to find out what would happen if 
the General Manager would decline to exercise the powers 
granted to him in this paragraph 3rd; what is the ma¬ 
chinery of the Plan? 

Paragi-aph 3rd does not, as Mr. Moore has said, limit 
the employees’ representative, but it does state that certain 
powers are granted to the General Manager. Those powers 
are to endeavor to effect a settlement, or that he may with 
the approval of all the parties, refer the matter to a proper 
Joint Committee, or he may do both. The both in this 
connection is, I assume, ta try to effect a settlement and 
refer it also to the General Joint Committee. 

Mr. Broun: The witness has told us that the general 
procedure under the Plan is that matters are first taken 
up under Section 1, first with the superintendent and then 
if it is not successful there, with the management’s special 
representative, and if not successful there to the employees’ 
viewpoint, with the General Manager. Now, we are deal¬ 
ing with the provisions of the third step under one. Then 
he has told us, going on just for a moment, that the next 
steps after that are provided in Paragraph 2, Section 9. 
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Now, I believe you assumed the General Manager 

14795 refuses to refer the matter to the proper Joint 
Committee. Isn’t your question, what can the em¬ 
ployee do under the provisions of Paragraph 2 if the Gen¬ 
eral Manager refuses to give it to the proper Joint Com¬ 
mittee ? 

14796 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not limiting 
it to the paragraph 2, I am limiting it to the Plan. 

Mr. Broun: Well, but hasn’t the witness said the next 
step is on paragraph 2? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Let’s find out from the wit¬ 
ness, I can’t see where your question is substantially dif¬ 
ferent than mine, I have asked him the situation where the 
general manager prefers to do the thing or, rather, he 
refuses to do the thing that he may do under the third. 
Now, what happens after that? I don’t know. 

Mr. Broun: What could happen after that, because 
there isn’t any testimony it has ever happened? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I mean, what could happen 
under the machinery of the Plan—this is all hypothetical, 
of course. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, do you 
have an idea of what we are talking about now, possibly I 
had better state it again; you have told us about a particu¬ 
lar matter that started down with the foreman and then 
went up to the general manager? A. Yes. 

Q. The general manager is unable to effect a settlement 
and the general manager refuses to refer the matter to a 
Joint Committee; what is the next step under the 

14797 Plan? You are the employees’ representative— A. 
All right. 

Q. Now, what do you do next? A. The paragraph 1 
under Section 9, “Procedure for adjustment”, it says, 
“Any matter which in the opinion of the employee of the 
company requires adjustment and which such employee 
has been unable to adjust with the foreman of the work 
on which he is engaged may be taken up by such employee 
either in person or through his employees’ representative 
in his department.” 

Then you go to the superintendent and on through, com¬ 
ing to the third there, “The general manager of the Plant 
shall endeavor to effect a settlement, or who may with the 
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approval of all parties refer the matter to a proper Joint 
Committee or to both.” 

Now, my interpretation of that is that the general man¬ 
ager only has one thing to do, either come to a satisfactory 
—it follows in No. 2, “to a satisfactory disposition of such 
matter within a reasonable time”, or automatically re¬ 
ferred—it gives him permission for it to be referred to 
the proper Joint Committee. That is my interpretation of 
that. 

Q. That brings you up to my question, then: Let^s as¬ 
sume that he hasn% as you have stated, settled the matter; 
then you say that he automatically refers it to the 

14798 ])roper Joint Committee? A. My interpretation of 
that is that he would just automatically forget his 

rights for it to go to the proper Joint Committee, because 
he hasn’t— 

Q. Well, suppose he wouldn’t prefer it, would it auto¬ 
matically go—that is, if he didn’t refer it, would it auto¬ 
matically go to the proper Joint Committee anyway, even 
though he would refuse to refer it? A. I don’t see how it 
could do anything else because it hasn’t been satisfactorily 
disposed of to the representative of the employee con¬ 
cerned. 

Q. Well, what do you think the last language, there, 
means when it says, “Or who may with the approval of 
all parties refer the matter to any proper Joint Com¬ 
mittee”? A. Why, that is, it may be that the employee 
himself does not want to go any further with it. 

Q. I see, now, there is one other question that I had in 
mind in connection with this language. Is it possible for 
an appeal to be taken direct to the Joint Committee on 
Appeals without going to the Joint Committee at all, from 
the general manager—I, mean, we are still with the general 
manager and take the situation where he refuses to refer 
the matter to a Joint Committee; would it be possible, do 
you think, under those circumstances, to take the matter 
up directly with the Joint Committee on Appeals, 

14799 skipping one of the other committees? A. I don’t 
agree with the statement that he refuses, because 

my interpretation of that is that he can’t refuse. 

Q. In other words, it is automatic? A. Yes, if he has an 
opportunity to settle it before it goes to a Joint Committee, 
satisfactory to the complainant and the representative. 
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Q. All right— A. Then it would go to the proper Joint 
Committee first, correct. 

Q. And then from the Joint Committee to the Joint Com- 
inittee on Appeals? A. That’s right. 

Q. If it were not adjusted? A. That’s right. 

Q. Then, as I understand it, you don’t think you could 
skip the other Joint Committees? A. No, I feel that the 
Joint Committee on Appeals is just the same as a higher 
court. 

Q. I see. All right, now, on your direct examination, 
Mr. Williams, Mr. Broun asked you a question, I think, 
asking you to point out those provisions in the Plan having 
to do with the management, that is, that referred 

14800 to the management; and you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall the gen¬ 
eral form of your question, Mr. Broun? I think you asked 
him to go through— 

Mr. Broun: There were, perhaps, a number of questions 
that that might have referred to, I don't know which one 
you are referring to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: First you asked him to go 
through and pick out the various machinery for different 
things, and then you asked him to go through and pick out 
the sections that referred to the management; do you recall 
that? 

Mr. Broun: I think the section says, “Provided for 
management.” That is what the management should do, 
or how the management should be represented or something 
like that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it was something like 
that. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you have that in 
mind, Mr. Williams? A. Some idea of it, yes. 

Q. All right, now, referring to Section 12, or Section 11, 
which appears on page 18,1 think you made some statement 
to the general effect that certain parts of it refer to the 
management. Now, I think your language was any 

14801 part which directlv concerns the management? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Do you remember that? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would you tell us what part of Section 11, to use 
your words, “directly concerns the management”? Take 
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your time and go througli it. A. Well, for instance, sup¬ 
pose that the General Body would decide to amend the Plan 
to have the committees to deal with—take the subjects and 
just give each committee one subject, such as wages, etc., 
that concerns the management, suppose they decided to 
have twenty committees, they would have to be matched 
with twenty committees of management’s regular repre¬ 
sentatives. 

All right, that conceras the management in the agree¬ 
ment, it is the management who would have to assume all 
of the costs and everything that would go with the ap¬ 
pointment of these management’s regular representatives. 
Now, that is one place, or suppose that the representatives 
decided that they wanted to amend the Plan to say that a 
certain department who was handling both construction 
and shops, say that they decided that they didn’t want to 
deal, with a superintendent as the superintendent of the 
construction, that they think he is a shop man, but that he 
should cover that. 

14802 Why, if they try to do anything like that, why, 
that concerns management, it would mean the ap¬ 
pointing of another superintendent, which is entirely out 
of the hands of representatives. 

Q. Now, in both of those instances, if such an amend¬ 
ment were adopted, what would be necessary to make the 
amendment binding, legal, under the Plan, if you want to 
call it that? In other words, you have told us of two in¬ 
stances which you think affect the management; could the 
General Body make such amendments without further ac¬ 
tion or would further action be necessary? 

Mr. Broun: May I get the last statement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last statement of the Trial 
Examiner as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Do you mean by that further action by the 
General Body? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Further action by the General 
Body or any one else under the Plan in order to make the 
amendment binding. 

The Witness: An amendment like that naturally would 
concern the management and would call for a conference 
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and an agreement on management to do their part of it. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, would the 

14803 approval of any committee other than the General 
Body be necessary under those circumstances? 

Mr. Broun: You mean under the provisions of the Plan, 
of course? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course, I am referring to 
the provisions of the Plan. 

The Witness; Yes, that would take the Joint Committee 
on Rules, the approval of the Joint Committee on Rules. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, let’s assume, 
then, that the General Body had adopted the amendments 
that you have told us about and it went to the Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Rules and there was a five to five vote, five to 
five; would the amendment be approved, be adopted? A. 
No, it would be a tie vote. 

Q. Well, now, is there anything else in Section 11 which, 
to your mind, concerns, directly concerns the management? 

Mr. Broun: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, pardon me—has 
the witness pointed out any provisions in Section 11 that 
directly concern the management? He is talking about a 
situation— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are right, I will strike the 
question. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, can you think of 
any other situations, Mr, Williams, which affect the 

14804 management so as to bring the management within 
the scope of the amendment provision of Section 11? 

A. Yes, suppose it was the pleasure of the General Body 
to eliminate the management’s special representative. In 
other words, they w’anted to make an amendment whereby 
that they wouldn’t w^ant to deal with the management’s 
special representative and just run into the general man¬ 
ager’s office? The management is again concerned there, 
the same as any other agreement that you may have, in 
my opinion, regardless of their affiliation, in any union, 
and the management would have a say there. 

Q. All right, now, suppose the general body adopted an 
amendment to provide that all elections should be held in 
the Point Stadium on July first of every year, that nomina¬ 
tions would be held, say, on July first and elections on the 
following day, all to be held in the Point Stadium by a 
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show of hands, rather than by secret ballot, and that repre¬ 
sentatives to be nominated from the whole mass of em¬ 
ployees without regard to voting divisions? 

In other words, I am assuming a situation that would be 
a different procedure from that presently provided and the 
Gouerai Body adopted or approved such an amendment. 

Would that have to go to the Joint Committee on 

14805 Rules for approval? A. That would not, that is, 
you are speaMng directly of elections, amendment 

that we would have our elections in— 

Q. Yes. A. —^held in the Point Stadium? 

Q. Yes. A. That would be entirely up to our side, it 
doesn’t conceni management, they have nothing to do with 
our elections. 

Q. Let’s assume—you say that the Joint Committee on 
Rules, then, would have nothing to do with such an amend¬ 
ment? A. That’s right. 

Q. Assume a situation where the General Body decided 
that representatives need not be employees of the company 
and adopted such an amendment; would that have to be 
submitted to the Joint Committee oji Rules? 

Mr. Broun: You mean by representatives, employees’ 
representatives ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Employees’ representatives, or 
representatives under the Plan. 

Mr. Broun: Well, but you see the Plan provides a man¬ 
agement representative as well as employees’ representa¬ 
tive, management’s representatives as well. 

14806 Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 grant you that, I am 
talking about the representatives of the General 

Body, just General Body representatives, not the manage¬ 
ment’s representatives. 

Mr. Broun: You mean members of the General Body? 

The Witness: That is to say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct, in other words, 
if it were provided that you could elect any one at all, the 
employees of the plant could, at elections, select any one 
at all to represent them in the General Body, that the rep¬ 
resentatives in the General Body world not liavo to be, then, 
employees of the company, as they are at the present time; 
would such an amendment require the approval of the Joint 
Committee on Rules ? 




7358 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOK REL. BOARD. 


The Witness: I think that is possible, but very imprac¬ 
tical. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) What do you mean by 
that, Mr, Williams? A. Well, my i^ersonal opinion is that 
who can speak of the troubles of a machinist or handle a 
machinist’s complaints that might turn up in regard to his 
working conditions, etc. better than a machinist or somebody 
who was right in the group ? 

Q. AYell, Mr. Williams, my question was not directed as 
to whether or not that would be, in your mind, a good amend¬ 
ment or a bad amendment, my question was if the 

14807 General Body should desire to adopt or amend the 
Plan in such manner and at a meeting of the General 

Body change the Flan in that respect, wouldn’t there be 
necessary the consent or the approval of the Rules Com¬ 
mittee, the Joint Committee on Rules, before that amend¬ 
ment would be effective as an atnendment to the Plan? 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, didn’t you give him a specific 
situation there ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, 1 thought I did, where the 
representatives, the employees’ representatives, are now, 
as you know, limited to employees of the company; is that 
correct ? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, let’s assume that it was 
the desire of the General Body, a majority or two-thirds 
of the General Body, suppose they would at a meeting ap¬ 
prove a resolution amending the Plan to provide that any 
one at all could be selected as an employees’ representative. 

Mr. Broun: Your question is, under the provisions of 
Section— 

Mr. Jones: 11. 

Mr. Broun: 11. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Section 11. 

Mr. Broun: Could that be done by the employees’ 

14808 representative alone? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s correct, or would 
there be necessary, before that amendment would be bind¬ 
ing under the Plan, the approval of the General Committee 
on Rules? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do I make myself clear, 
Mr. Williams? A. Yes, sir, I feel that as long as that 
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amendment was drawn up as not to materially change the 
procedure provided by the Plan for adjustments of griev¬ 
ances, or which might prevent the Plan from operating as 
a fair method of selecting representatives from the whole 
body of emx^loyees of the company, as a fair method of col¬ 
lective bargaining, or which might materially increase the 
obligations imposed upon the company, that it could be 
done without going to a Joint Committee. 

Q. Well, your answer— 

Mr. Broun: You said which might not? 

The Witness: Which may not. 

Mr. Broun: In other words, if the amendment didn’t 
materially increase the obligation? 

The Witness: That’s right, I think a lot would depend 
oil how the amendment was drawn up. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Let’s assume we merely 
have an amendment, Mr. Williams, which says that 

14809 any one at all may be a representative—go back to 
page 4, Section 3, “Qualifications of employees’ rep¬ 
resentatives and voters”. Paragraph 1 under that; do yon 
see that? A. Yes. 

Q. Where it says that, “Each employee who has been on 
the ])ay rolls of the company for a period of at least one 
year immediately prior to the first day on whicli nomina¬ 
tions shall be held—” and then there is some other lan¬ 
guage— “shall be qualified for nomination and election as 
an employees’ representative.” 

Mr. Broun: Was that paragraph one? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Paragraph one, Mr. Broun. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, let’s assume that 
that language was changed simply to show that any one 
who is twenty-years and over, and was an American citizen, 
may be an employees’ representative, that was the amend¬ 
ment; would such an amendment have to be submitted to 
the Joint Committee on Rules, in your opinion? A, No, 
I don’t think so. 

Q. All right, now, turning back to page 18— 

^Ir. Broun: Now, what— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Broun: I am not sure just which way your ques¬ 
tion was phrased, so I am not sure what the answer 

14810 would be. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Q. (By Trial Exaiuiiior Bloom) Xow, page 18 again, Mr. 
Williams, what, to your mind, does this language mean— 
reading about a third of the way down—“except that any 
amendment which would materially change the procedure 
provided by the Plan for the adjustment of grievances—'' 
now the language I am interested in is “—or which might 
prevent the Plan from operating as a fair method of select¬ 
ing representatives of the whole body of employees of the 
company. ’ ’ 

Now, do you think that language means the method of 
selecting representatives? A. No, 

Q. Just that— A. I do not. 

Q. Just that part within the last part that I read. I will 
read the part that I am specifically interested in now. “Or 
which might prevent the Plan from operating as a fair 
method of selecting representatives of the whole body of 
employees of the company.” What does just that 
14811 language there mean? A. Well, that could, that 
would call for more than amending just that one 
paragraph that you read to me back there on page 4. 1 
would say that would be something I might as well go as 
far adrift as the rest of us have around here— 

Q. Go as far as you like. A. For instance, we changed, as 
1 said 1 thought it could be done, and then they decided 
that they will have one representative— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; All right. 

The Witness: And every time that they wish to nego¬ 
tiate with management they will meet him down here in 
Pittsburgh. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) All right. A. Then they 
tr\' to do a thing like that, and then in my mind I think 
that the management would have something to say and 
it would have to be approved by the Joint Committee on 
Rules. 

Q. Well, now, is that what you interpret this language, 
“Which might prevent the Plan from op>erating as a fair 
method of selecting representatives—” no lower? A. Yes, 
I feel that— 
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Q. Just a minute. “Or which might prevent the Plan 
from operating as a fair method of selecting representa¬ 
tives of the whole body of employees of the com- 

14812 pany;’' now just that language, do you think that 
that language means, then, what you have told us 

previouslyf A. Yes, I think that could be— 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, the witness referred 
to two things, one the place of meeting and the other the 
representatives— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Jones: Don’t you think those words in and of them¬ 
selves, Mr. Examiner, are clear enough to show what they 
mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As I say, I have some ideas on 
tlie subject, but I w^ould like to get Mr. Williams’ ideas. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) I was referring, Mr. 
Williams, again merely to that language which reads, 
“Which might prevent the Plan from operating as a fair 
method of selecting representatives of the whole body of 
employees of the company.” 

^Ir. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that, as 
^fr. Jones has pointed out, cat means cat. Now, if we are 
going to find out what a thing means in specific cases, we 
ought to have In-pothetical cases—I mean, if we are going 
to find out what a thing means in specific cases we ought not 
to have hypothetical cases. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, I have given 

14813 tlie witness a hypothetical case and I ask you— 

Mr. Broun: And he has told you that in that case 
the Joint (Committee would not have to approve the action. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: As he terms it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, I want to show him the 
specific language of the statute, I mean, of the Plan, and 
I want him to express his opinion on that and then we will 
go back to the specific example again. 

Mr. Broun: Well, does that mean that you are trying to 
get him to say something else? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not trying to get him to 
say anything. This man is the chairman of the Plan and 
this Plan is in evidence and it means something, I assume. 
Now, if any one ought to be in a position to express an 
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opinion on it, I think it should be the ehainnan of the Plan. 

If you don^t care to have his opinions, I will stop the ex¬ 
amination. 

Mr. Broun: T understood he expressed his opinions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Plxaminer Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I think I should say 

14814 that I am not objecting for the purpose of interrupt¬ 
ing your examination or for any other purpose. It 

seems to me I am under a duty and have the right when I 
think that the Examiner or anybody else is asking a wit¬ 
ness incompetent or improper questions to object. I do not 
do so for any purpose except to preserve the rights of my 
client. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; What was the last question I 
asked ? 

yir. Broun: Furthermore, I don't object to your pro¬ 
ceeding with tlie examination, I haven’t made any objec¬ 
tion to vour doing so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Do you have the question in 
mind, Mr. Williams? “AVhich might prevent the Plan from 
o])erathig—” that is on page 18—“ as a fair method of se¬ 
lecting representatives of the whole body of employees of 
the company.” 

The Witness: That is— 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, would you tell us 
again what that language means to you, just the language 
T have read to you? 

]\Ir. Broun: ^fr. Examiner, can you tear language out 
of its context and tell what it means without haviiig any re¬ 
lation to the provisions— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think so. 

14815 Mr. Broun: Just a little phrase? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is quite a big phrase. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me that you might ask him what 
bearing that, if any, has on the hypothetical amendment 
which you have stated of changing the provision for the 
qualification of representatives to what it is, to any one 
twenty-one years of age, etc.; whether that would have any 
ai')plication to that amendment? 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, do you 
have any idea on what that language means? A. That is 
just the part you read ? 

Q. Just the part I read. A. You started with— 

Q. “Which might prevent”, and then I ended with the 
words—“ which might prevent the Plan from oi^erating as 
a fair method of selecting representatives of the whole body 
of employees of the company.” A. All right, I will get 
where you started and where you ended so I don’t have to 
hunt—you ended with the word “comijany” 

Q. That's right, “employees of the company.” A. That, 
ill my mind, would not refer back again to that single para¬ 
graph, 

Q. You mean on page 4? A. Page 4, where each 

14816 employee who was on the pay roll—American citi¬ 
zen and so- on, 

(j. Well, just a minute, you say it would not refer to that? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, let’s assume that there was a difference of 
opinion, let’s assume that some one thought—let’s assume 
that some one from the management, Mr. Evans, we will 
say, since he is the management’s s])ecial representative, 
was of the opinion that an amendment of that kind would 
be one to come within the provision of Section 11? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that assumes an im¬ 
possibility because one has reference to the qualifications of 
the man to be elected and the provision that you have 
])ointed out lias to do with the method of selecting repre¬ 
sentatives. 

One is method and the other is person. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) All right, lot’s assume, 
Mr. Williams, that the Plan adopts an amendment whereby 
any one at all, not any employee, could be a representative, 
an employees’ representative; let’s assume that Mr. Evans, 
management’s representative, disagrees with that interpre¬ 
tation and let’s assume that the general manager of the 
Plant disagrees with that interpretation— 

14817 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what do you mean, 
“disagrees with the interpretation that an amend¬ 
ment is adopted”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That an amendment is adopted 
by the General Body instead of also with the consent of the 



7364 BETH. STEEL. CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. UVBOIi KEL. BOARD. 

Joint Committee on Rules; let’s assume that. In other 
words, if you would permit me to finish my question, pos¬ 
sibly I can make the question a bit clearer. 

Mr. Broun: I thought you Iiad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Half-finished questions are dif¬ 
ficult to understand. Strike the question. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Let’s assume, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, that the General Body at a meetinji; by two-thirds 
vote, and after the matter had been considered at a prior 
meetin.u*, that the resolution proposin.e; the amendments 
had been brousrlit in at one meetinij and then the following 
month the matter came up and by a two-thirds vote the 
General Body adopted a resolution approving an amend¬ 
ment whereby any one at all could be elected as a repre- 
sentativ(‘ of the employees of th<* company muhn- the F^lan, 
Jet's assume the management refused to regard that as 
an effective ameiulment and said that that is the type of 
aijiendment that has to be approved by the .Joint Committee 
on Ifuies— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you have first got to 
LISTS find—had you finished? 

"frial Examinei' Bloom: ! lia<iii'l (piite. 

Mr. Broun: l^leasc* finish. 

Trial Exai'iiner Bloom: Ii(‘ad the whole question. 

(The reiiorter i‘(*p(‘ated tlu‘ last question as above set 
forth.) 

{). (l>y Trial Examiner lUoom) Who would decid(* under 
tin* ]U'ovisions of the Plan wliethm- or not that was an 
elfectiv(‘ auKMiduK'nt ? 

Mr. Broun: Xow, Mr. Exaininto-, doesn't that assume 
tiiat soinelxtdy otlier than—some answei* than he has given 
is not tiu* c{)rn‘ct answer? I!(‘ has said tliat an anumdment 
such as you have ])ro])osed wouldn’t have to be approved by 
the management. 

Trial ExamiiuM* Bloom: That's right, tliat’s wliat he 
says, he says that it doesn’t have to be approved. Let’s 
assume that the management says that it does liave to lx* 
a])proved by tlie Joint (’ommittee on Rules: who, in that 
situation, would d(‘tei-mine tlie matter? 

Mr. Broun: ^^*hat ditL'ixmct* <loes it makt* wliat the )nan- 
agenumt does, if tliey haven't got any voice in it? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s the question, do they 
or don’t they? 

The 'Witness; No. 

Mr. Broun: ITe said they didn’t. 

14819 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) They didn’t have 
any voice in the amendment, but let’s assume that the 
nianaii’oment does sav that it does liave a voice in the amend- 
ment, and let’s assume that the management takes certain 
steps, files a grievance, if you want to call it that, I don’t 
know—T wonki like to find out who would decide that mat¬ 
ter? 

Mr. Broun: Mi'. Examiner, it seems to me that vou are 
Just asking tlu» witness to change his answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T am not asking the witness 
to change' Iiis answer, 1 am asking him a situation where 
tlu* nianagi'iiK'nt <lisagre(‘s with his answer, T assume that 
sncli a situation might arise. 

Mr. P>roun: It could arise as to aiiytliing, Mr. Examiner, 
yon can alw:iys disagree. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am talking about amendments, 
because you have here certain language that the Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Rules has to ai)])rove C('rtain amendments. 

Mr. Broun: But he has told you— 

'Prial Examiner Bloom; ^Ve^, just a minute, lot’s take 
any amendment at all, Mr. Williams, where the General 
Body adopts an amendment and the management says that 
that anu*n<!ment has to lie a]iproved by tlie Joint (’ommit- 
t(‘e on Rules and the (u'lieral Ikxly, iu session as- 
14S20 seml)led, disagrees with tlie management and adopts 
a resolution and says tliat this amendment does not 
hav(' to be adopted, approved, by tlie Joint (k)mmittee on 
Rules. 

.Mr. l-Jimun : Mr. Examiner, wliy take an amendment, why 
not take any ])rovision, wliy not take paragraidi third, as 
you did, or a situation of a superintendent tliat refuses to 
mei't—it is just a situation— 

Trial Examint'r Bloom: W(*ll, take any situation that 
would mat<*i’ial]y change the jn-ocedure provided by the 
Rian for the adjustment of grievances or which miglit pre- 
\-ent the Rian from operating as a fair method of selecting 
r<*pr(*sentatives of the whole body of eni])loye(‘S of the eom- 
jiany and as a fail* method of eollective bargaining or wliich 
might matei'ially incia'ase the olillgatioiis imposc^d upon the 
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company under the Plan, shall not become effective until it 
shall also have been approved by the Joint Committee on 
Rules— 

yiv. Broun; The witness told you he doesn’t think that 
has any application to the hypothetical amendment which 
you have put up to him. 

14521 Trial P]xaminer Bloom: Xow I am asking him any 
amendment, let’s assume any amendment you want. 

Mr. Broun: I say, why assume an amendment, why not 
any provision? 

Trial P^xaminer Bloom: Because we are talking about 
the amendment provision that has a certain procedure pro¬ 
vided for. 

Q. {By Trial Examiner Bloom) Who would decide 
wlietlier or not, ^Ir. Williams, in any given situation, an 
amendment would be sxich as to come within the provision 
tiiat would liave to be approved by the Joint Committee 
on Rules? A. Xow we are into another amendment, not 
this one? 

Q. Aliy amendment at all? You have certain procedure 
here that says that the General Body may amend the Plan 
except in certain situations: now let's assume that you 
have a border line case and it is difficult to determine 
whether it is the type of amendment that need be approved 
only by the Joint (Ammiittee on Rules—I mean by tin* Gen¬ 
eral Body—or also by the Joint Committee on Rules; take 
the amendment that you adopted last ^lay amending Sec- 
tioTi 7 of the Plan. 

Ml-. Broun: In other words, Mr. Phxaminer, as 1 under- 
sta]id you, you want to find out what haj^pens if there is an 
impassi* about an amendment, that is, one jjarty says one 
Tiling and one i)arty says another? 

14522 Trial Pixaminer Bloom: That's right, one party 
says the Joint Committee on Rules lias to approve it 

as well as tlie General Body, and the other says only the 
General Body need approve it. 

Mr. Broun: In other words, an impasse on the interpre¬ 
tation of the language? 

Trial pjxaminer Bloom: Of tlu» F^lan. 

.Mr. Broun: Of the Plan. 

Trial PIxaniiner Bloom: That's right. Who, or what 
i>ody, under tho Plan, would make the decision that would 
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he controlling under the Plan in a situation such as 
Broun mentioned? 

Mr. Broun: That assumes, doesn’t it, Mr. Examiner, that 
somebody under the Plan does it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T am asking if there is anvbodv 
under the Plan, if tliere is nobody under the Plan the 
impasse just slays there, I suppose. 

M r. Moore: Does it, is that fair ? 

Ti*ia] Examiner Bloom: I don’t know. 

Ml*. Moore: Suppose he liad an agreement and the par¬ 
ties couldn’t agi’ee as to the interpretation of the agreement 
'I'lie agreement doesn't provide anything about the one, 
it says it means on(‘ thing tliat is, one party says it means 
t>ne tiling and anotlier says it means another: wliat is 
14S2.‘^ llu' proeedur(‘ for dealing with that kind of thing? 
M'his man is not a lawyer. 

’I'ria! ExamimM* Bloom: Yes, !nit I want to find out 
wlietiuM* there is any procedure in that situation under the 
IMan, that is all. 

Mr. Moore*; Well, suppose he says there isn't and there 
is, or says thei-t* is and th(*r(‘ isn't? 

*rri;d Examin<*r Bloom: Well, 1 think his opinion on 
that matt(*r is very imiiortanl because he is the (diairman 
of the I^lan, aiul has been for thr(*e years. 

Mi*. Moort*: Well, do you mean by that that a corpora- 
iion's president can go on the witness stand and inter- 
pn‘t as to what an agreement means? 

'Prial Examinei* IMoom: Xo, tlu* president of a corpora¬ 
tion. a corjioration's president, migiit not do lha!, hut 1 
think it is important to fiiul out wliether the em])loyees 
under this Plan know just how the procedure does operate, 
and I think Mr. Williams is probably the man to tell us 
becausi* he s(‘ems r(*asonai)ly familiar with it, he has been 
rath(‘i* activi* in it for a number of years. 

Mr. Moore: I think he is very familiar with it, T couldn’t 
chalhmge his familiarity. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T don't sec* why he can’t tell us 
if tliere is anything— 

Mr. Moore*: Well, my difheuity is that it isn't a cpies- 
lion of iiow you opi'rate uinh-r the IMan. it is a 
14S'24- (piestion of how you settle a disagreement as to the 
meaning of language? 


I 


I 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but the very Plan, itself, 
creates that difficulty because the Plan does not provide in 
this— 

Mr. ]\roore: Doesn’t every agreement create that diffi- 
cultv? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There are agreements which 
have means of resolving disputes concerning the meanings 
of certain parts of the language, but I want to find out 
whether this does have a provision anywhere in it, and 
I am referring by “this” to the Plan, of saying what com¬ 
mittee would settle a dispute of this kind? It is not an 
inconceivable dispute. 

Take the amendment of last May, I would imagine that 
when that matter came up, Mr. Williams, as Chairman of 
the Plan, probably had some questions in his mind as to 
whether those amendments had to be approved by the Joint 
Committee on Buies as well as possibly, as well as only by 
the General Body, I don’t know, but I would imagine that 
was the type of thing that probably went through his mind. 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know either. 

14825 Mr. Moore: Suppose the Carnegie-Illinois con¬ 
tract doesn’t provide for any settlement of the dis¬ 
pute as to the interpretation of language; what are you go¬ 
ing to do in those circumstances? Is that material to the 
agreement, is it a defect in the agreement? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are not talking about— 

Mr. Moore: It may well be, I don’t know, but it seems 
to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are not talking about the 
Camegie-Illinois contract. 

Mr, Moore: But we are talking about a written docu¬ 
ment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We are talking about this par¬ 
ticular Plan which provides among other things that cer¬ 
tain amendments, certain types of amendments, must be 
approved by the Joint Committee on Rules and certain 
amendments need be adopted only by the General Body. 
Now, Mr. Williams— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, what is the materiality, if it 
has or hasn’t? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is very material be¬ 
cause if it has to be approved by the Joint Committee on 
Kules the management, through its representatives, is in a 
position to block any amendment. 

Mr. Broun: But the witness has said that it 

14826 doesn’t, this amendment you are talking about— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not talking about 
that amendment, and I stopped talking about it about ten 
or fifteen minutes ago. 

Mr. Broun: Now, as I understand it, you were talking 
about the management taking one position on— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am talking about an impasse. 

Mr. Broun: —and another taking another; that doesn’t 
have to be approved by the Committee on Rules as far as 
I can see. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T want to find out who decides, 
who has to approve it. 

Mr. Broun: That assumes somebody decides under the 
Plan, doesn’t it? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Does anyone decide, is 
there any committee under this Plan, Mr. ‘VVilliams, in the 
event of an impasse—take the amendments that were pre¬ 
pared last summer, or last spring, in Section 7, take Para¬ 
graph 3 that was amended, as you know, paragraph 7 was 
amended and paragraph 11 was mended— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Exminer, may I ask you, what is the 
materiality of whether or not the Plan provides for a 
method of settling, or a way of settling disagreements as 
to the interpretation of its provisions? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t think that is 

14827 material? 

Mr. Broun: I am asking you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am asking you, you don’t 
think that is material? 

Mr. Broun: What the terms of it is? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is material. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If I didn’t think it was material 
I wouldn’t be asking questions. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now take the amend¬ 
ments of last summer, Mr. Williams, last spring, how did 
those amendments come about? 
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Mr. Broun: "What was your question, Mr. Examiner, I 
am sorry— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How the amendments of last 
spring, the amendments to Section 7, Paragraphs 3, 7, and 
11 came about. 

Mr. Broun: Aren’t those minutes in evidence, the min¬ 
utes containing all those amendments and what was done, 
in evidence? 

Trial pjxaminer Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: As a Board exhibit? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, 1 still want to 
iind out how they came about, I mean I want this witness— 
he was a party to it and I think he could probably 
14828 throw some light on this general problem we are 
considering. I am using that as not a hypothetical 
case, but as a specific case of an amendment. 

I want to see what processes Mr. Williams went through 
in connection with Section 11, and see whether that has any 
bearing on it. 

Mr. Broun; Otl’ the record, or on the record, 1 thought 
that was one of the matters covered by stipulation, showing 
exactly what had been done. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The amendments? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom : I recall no such matter of stii)U- 
lation as to that. This is the amendment of this particu¬ 
lar Plan of last summer, last spring. I didn’t recall that 
that was going to be stipulatetl. 

Mr. Moore: I tliought that we had talked about show¬ 
ing the history and the development of the Plan down 
through by stiijulation. Wo haven't been planning to call 
witnesses, we haven't gone through the amendments be¬ 
cause of that reason. \Ve could go back to lbl8 and take 
the mattei' on tlown through. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wantetl to bring up this i)oint, 
there has already l)een substantial evidence on this, and— 
Mr. iiroun: Well, Mr. Examiner, perhaps I might 


]4S21> srggoi tins, as I mnhustand it what you are trying 


to find out is whether or not the amendments whirh 


wer(‘ a<iopted in,—whenever it was—May— 


Ti’ial Examiner Bloom: May. 
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Mr. Broun: May, 1937, ^vere approved by the manage¬ 
ment’s side, the Joint Cuniinittee on Rules. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: And what the application was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: I didn't understand that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1 am using that— 

Mr. Broun: Just as an example? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am using that because using 
a hypolhetieal ease is <*onrusMig, ai)parently, to counsel, 
or Ml*. \Villia!!:s, I (.lon't know. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Let’s get back lo Mr. 
Broun's impasse; llie management says this has to be ap¬ 
proved by the Joiiit rommiltee on Itules and the General 
Body is jusi as insisieut tiial enough is enough; the Gen¬ 
eral Body ap;)roved h and tiiat is the end of it; is there 
any procedure in the Plan wiiei’rby an ijiterpretatiou could 
be secured from an\ commiilee or any individual as to what 
should or should not I)e done in those cii'cumstanees? A. 
In other worlds, I a»ti right? 

14830 Q. And Mr. Evans is wi’ong? A. lie can’t be 
in that case. 

t^). \V(‘ll, Init lu* sa\s he right; aia* you right and he 
is right A. Well ihen, wiiai the de\ il aie we arguing alxiut 
ir we are botli right '! 

(^). But you ai'e right on dift'erenl things. A. i will have 
to go to Vale and rake about two years of law to ])e a wit¬ 
ness, I am so coiil’u>e(i tliis morning i don't know wind 
it's all about here. 

’’i'l'iai Examiner Bloom: Ail riglil, think about it until 
Monday morning. Ten o'clock Monday morning. 

(\Vhei*eni)on, at ll:()ti o’clock a. ni.. A|n*ii S, 1938, the 
hearing was adjtmrned to 10:00 o'elock a. m., April lltli, 
193S.) 


I4s:;:) 
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The above-entitled matter came oii for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Ai)pearances: 

^lartin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Es<p, (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, deGers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.), Frank 
P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania), on be¬ 
half of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at Cam¬ 
bria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania. 

Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of C'ounsel. 

14836 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you remember that we had 
the problem of distributing the photostatic exhibits and 
having them stamped and you suggested that we do it in 
the recess. I call it to your attention so that we might do 
it some time this morning. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think we can do it dur¬ 
ing a recess without much difficulty. How many pages are 
there, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: I don’t know, I don’t think there are a great 
number, perhaps fifteen or twenty, Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: Exhibit 159 to 182, inclusive, and I have half 
of 183. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think it would take ovci 
ten minutes, if we have the originals we can just leaf them 
through very quickly. Of course, you understand, Mr. 
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Broun, that the originals are at all times subject to produc¬ 
tion upon re<iuest of the Board. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I haven’t possession of them at all, 
Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, they are Respondents’ 
Exhibits, of course, and that is a responsibility you will 
necessarily have to assume. I call that to your at- 

14837 tention, because— 

Mr. Broun: No objection to that, of course I un¬ 
derstand, but I don’t anticipate any difficulty in fulfilling 
that responsibility. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, the reason I wanted to men¬ 
tion it specifically was because one of the exhibits, there 
was some question as to whether or not there had been an 
erasure or not, and if it ever became material the Board 
miglit want to see the original document. 

Mr. Moore: Well, we propose to try to deal with that, if 
we can. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Moore: I say, we propose to try to deal with that, 
if \w can, ourselves. I am not at all sure that the statement 
you made as to what may or may not be—we will try to find 
out so that there need be no worry on that account. 

Ti-ial Examiner Bloom: Well, I just use that as an ex¬ 
ample of why sometimes it is essential to have the original 
documents available. 

Mr. Moore: Well, your statement is quite in order and 
of course we are willing to assume any responsibility we 
can. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I mention it because, as 

14838 Mr. Broun pointed out, the respondents don’t have 
custody of the documents and it might be necessary 

for you to make some sort of arrangement with Mr. Jones. 

^Ir. Broun: I don’t think there will be any difficulty, Mr. 
Examiner, they can be produced if desired. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Mr. Williams, will 
you take the stand? 

Clare H. Williams resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
dulv sworn, testified further as follows: 
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Examination by the Chair (Continned) 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, you will 
recall, or you may recall, that when we adjourned Friday 
we were discussing situations where a matter had come up 
for amendment and the General Body would be of the opin¬ 
ion that the amendment was not one that might require the 
submission to the Joint Committee on Rules and the man¬ 
agement’s representative or the management generally, you 
might be of the opinion that the matter was one, the amend¬ 
ment was one, that should be subiaitted to the Committee on 
Rules, the Joint Committee, of course. 

My question to you was whether or not you knew if there 
were any provisions in the Plan which would take 

14839 care of a situation like that? By that, I mean is 
there any provision in the Plan which appoints either 

someone or some committee who shall be in the nature of, 
what you might call, a Supreme Court to interpret provi¬ 
sions of the Plan in case of dispute or questions; do I make 
myself clear? A. Yes, sir, I think I understand you. 

Q. If you care to, you may examine Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 177. 

(Thereupon, Respondents’ Exhibit No. 177 was passed to 
the witness.) 

14840 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) That is for you, if 
you care to have it. A. I would say that a contro¬ 
versy of that type w'ould go through the regular procedure 
up to the Committees, Joint Committees, just as the Plan 
provides. 

Q. You mean, and ultimately up to the Joint Committee 
on Appeals? A. That’s right, on appeals. 

Q. I see, in other words, the same procedure that would 
be followed, if I understand you correctly, for the adjust¬ 
ment of grievances as set forth in Section 9? A, Yes, drop¬ 
ping the superintendent. 

Q. I see. A. And the foremen. 

Q. Now, Mr. Williams, we talked also the other day 
about possible amendments having to do with the selection 
of representatives of the General Body, and I think— 

Mr. Broun: You mean, Mr. Examiner, representatives 
as members of the General Body? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, members of the General 
Body, that is the means of selecting the General Body. 
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Q, (By Trial Examiner Bloom) What wonld be your idea, 
Mr. Williams, of a method of selecting representatives of 
the General Body which you, personally, would not con¬ 
sider a fair method of selecting such representatives? 

14841 Or possibly I can make it clearer this way: Suppose 
it was provided that instead of representatives from 

each voting division the general Body decided, or it was 
decided, that it might be advisable for the employees to des¬ 
ignate one individual to represent all of the employees in¬ 
stead of having a General Body, in other words, if simply 
one individual were selected to represent the employees? 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me you asked a 
(luestion almost like that last Friday, and that Mr. Williams 
told you that he thought it was impracticable or inadvisa¬ 
ble, or something of the sort, but that he didn’t think that 
it was a matter that the company or the Joint Committee 
on Rules would have anything to do with, that is in the Gen¬ 
eral Body— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what I want to find out 
from Mr, Williams— 

Mr. Broun: Might we have that question read back? 

Trial Examiner Blooin: All right, strike that question. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, what, in 
your opinion, would be an unfair method of selecting rep¬ 
resentatives ? 

14842 Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Examiner, isn't that ques¬ 
tion so entirely hypothetical that the witness’ answer 

can’t have any probative force one way or another and, 
therefore, isn’t it objectionable on that ground? I do ob¬ 
ject to it on that ground. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; All right, go ahead, I will let 
him answer. 

Mr. Jones: May I note an exception? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

The Witness: For the General Body to get together or 
for them to appoint Mr. Ellicolt and Mr. Evans as repre¬ 
sentative for the employees, in my mind, would be very 
unfair, 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) All right, now. If the 
General Body adopted an amendment providing for that 
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method of selecting representatives would such amendment, 
in your opinion, have to be approved by the Joint Com¬ 
mittee on Rules? A. No, sir, it wouldn’t. 

Q. All right, Mr. Williams, I show you Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit No. 180 which I believe you told us was the form of the 
election ballot used this year at the elections, March, 1938, 
is that correct? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit No. 180 was passed to the wit¬ 
ness.) A. Yes. 

14843 Q. I am not sure that I understood you correctly 
when Mr. Broun asked you about this; was this simi¬ 
lar to the ballot that was used in the ’37 elections? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, with reference to this language where it says, 
“Notice to voters, using this ballot voter approves the hold¬ 
ing of nominations and elections as stated in the posted no¬ 
tice of this election issued by the employees’ Committee on 
Rules under the Plan of Representation at this Plant,” and 
some more language: you will note the reference to the 
posted notice, was there a notice posted? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was it posted, ^Ir. Williams? A. On the bulletin 
board or on the voting booths, I mean. 

Q. On the voting booths? A. That is where the orders 
were issued to post it. 

Q. You say orders were issued to post it? A. Yes. 

Q. AVho issued the orders? A. No. 1 Committee, Commit¬ 
tee on Rules. 

Q. Do you know where that Committee received its 

14844 instructions, if they did receive instructions, with 
reference to the places where notices could be posted? 

The Witness: That is the committee which has charge 
of elections. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes? 

The Witness: And they issued them orders because 
they had been notified, I understand, that they were not 
permitted to use the bulletin board. 

Q. Now, where were the voting booths? A. I don’t know 
how to answer that. 

Q. I mean, where were they located ? Where did the vot¬ 
ing take place this year? A. You mean, the different loca¬ 
tions? 

14845 Q. Yes. Generally, where was the voting held this 
year, or the time generally—^was it held inside the 

plant? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Were the voting booths spread out through the plant i 
very mucli the way they were in 1937 in the ditferent de- ! 
partments, different divisions? A. If I understand your ! 
question right, 3 ’’ou mean, were they scattered by unit, or— | 

Q. Let us take the Lower Cambria Works, chipping de- | 
partment. Were voting booths set up within the confines 
of the chipping department of the Lower Works in more 
or less the same places where they were last year, 1937? 

A. Some of them were changed, locations, but generally 
speaking I would say, yes. 

Q. You mean, they were in substantially the same general 
locations? A. Generally, yes. 

Q. And is that true of the plant at which—that is, were 
the bootlis more or less in the same general places through¬ 
out the whole Cambria Plant as they were in previous 
years ? 

Mr. Moore: T think, Mr. Examiner, if I may break in at 
this point, the witness does not understand your question 
because be is thinking more of the exact location than the 
fact that they were on the property of the company. 

14846 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) I am not thinking 
of the exact location. MTiat I am driving at, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, is, let us assume, for example, that there were sixty 
locations in March, 1937, and I don’t know whether that 
is even an approximately correct figure, and those sixty 
booths were scattered throughout the plant so the men in 
the different divisions could vote. 

In 19.38 were there voting booths scattered throughout 
the plant in substantiallv the same fashion as tbev were in 
19.37? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, with reference to Respondents’ Exhibit 180 
again, do you know who prepared the language appearing 
in the exhibit; that is, the language I referred to before 
which said, “Notice to voters”, that is do you know who 
actually prepared the language contained in that exhibit? 

Mr. Moore: If I may break in again, Mr. Examiner, I 
think your question is not understood by the witness. Do 
you mean who prepared the text that was sent to the 
printer? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes—^not necessarily who pre¬ 
pared the text that was sent to the printer, but some- 

14847 one had to phrase the language, if I may use that | 

expression. i 
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Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. AVilliams, do yon 
know what individual or individuals actually composed the 
Ianji,Tia^a:o, actually drafted the wording? 

-Mr. Moore: Well, again I say it does not seem to me to 
bo clear or fair. It seems to me you should take into con¬ 
sideration the history of the situation and the development 
from year to year, if there is one— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, Mr. Moore— 

Mr, ^loore: You are using the word, “prepared the lan¬ 
guage”— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I said, “drafted the lan¬ 
guage.” 

Mr. Moore: Or, “drafted the lan.guage,” which is, in my 
mind, a confusing statement. The question, it seems to me, 
is who prepared the text that went to the printer. The text 
of the ballot is the matter that was printed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, I understand that, but the 
language did not just appear on a piece of paper and get 
sent to the printer. Some person actually wrote this lan¬ 
guage. That is what I would like to find out from Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, if he knows. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you happen to know, 
^Ir. Williams? A. No. They used the ballot of the pre¬ 
ceding year. 

14848 Q. You mean, of 1937 or 1938? A. 1938. 

Q. You say they used the ballot used in the preced¬ 
ing year and that was sent to the printer? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you kimw who prepared the ballot for the 1937 
election ? 

Mr. Broun: Now, again, Mr. Examiner, you are refer¬ 
ring to the context and not the ballot? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Of course; the language in 
there. I ain not asking Mr. Williams what the printer 
printed. 

Mr. Broun: Doesn’t your question assume that the lan¬ 
guage appears full-blown, let us say, and excludes the pos¬ 
sibility of something else? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe it does. It may be that 
Mr. Williams knows and he can help us out. 

The Witness: The members of the No. 1 Committee were 
responsible for that. I was not a member of that commit¬ 
tee. 
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Q. (By Trial Exaiiiiiier Bloom) That was the No. 1 Com¬ 
mittee? A. That is right, the No. 1 Standing Committee. 

Q. Were you not at one time a member of the No. 

14849 1, Committee? A. Yes. 

Q. For six years? A. That’s right. 

Q. During that time, while you were a member, did that 
committee have occasion to pass upon similar language ap¬ 
pearing in notices? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, what time was that again, when you were a 
member of the No. 1 Committee? A. From part of 1928 
up until—about six terms. 

Q. I believe you said six terms. I was not sure just 
when it started. Now, take the year 1933. Were you a 
member during that year, do you recall? A. Yes. 

Q. Did the Standing Committee on Rules, No. 1 Commit¬ 
tee, have occasion in that year to pass on similar language? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, going back to 1929, or whenever it was you 
vrere first a member—did you say 1928 or 1929? A. 1928. 

Q. Do you recall whether in that year the Standing Com¬ 
mittee approved the language similar to this? A. No, I 
don’t, Mr. Bloom, know quite so far back. 

14850 Q. What, generally, was the procedure when this 
matter -would come up, the question of the approval 

of the form of the ballot and the language contained in it? 
Take the year 1933 we just used. A. To the best of my 
memory, we adopted— 

Mr. Broun: To break in, may I have the question read 
back? I did not hear it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: “We just used?” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We just referred to; change 
that. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) What was done by the 
Standing Com.mittee on Rules in 1933 when the matter of 
the form of the ballot came up before the Committee for 
discussion ? A. We adopted the ballot. By that I mean we 
passed a motion adopting the ballot -with the wording on it. 

Q. Well now, at any time while you were a member of 
the Standing Committee on Rules, did the Committee, so 
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far as you know, actually ever cou'posc any of the language 
appearing in the ballot? 

Mr. Broun: Afr. Examiner, we might get it a little 
clearer if you will exi)lain what you mean by conipos- 
iiig. 

14851 Trial Examiner Bloom : All right. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Williams, wlien 
I use the word “compose” I mean with reference to the 
Committee, did the members of the Committee sit around 
the table and say, “Let us fix up some language,’’ and say, 
“Tn this place let us say this, and in this place let us say 
that,” that is what I mean by using the word compose. Did 
you go through any pangs of authorship, you or the other 
members of the committee? 

Mr. Broun : By taking the ballot which appears substan¬ 
tially the same—^by taking the ballot and making changes 
in it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Ml’. Broun: Some changes would have to be made, such 
as dates! 

Trial Examiner Bloom; T am not referring to dates. I 
am referring to the language, specifically, which appears 
on Respondents’ Exhibit No. 180, “Notice to Voters,” and 
under that, “Directions to Voters.” That is part of the 
language I have been referring to specifically. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did you so understand 
me? A. Yes. 

Q. That is the language my present question is directed 
to. Did the Standing Committee on Rules take a ballot 
from the previous year and then approve that lan- 

14852 guage and send it to the printer with the other neces¬ 
sary changes, such as setting out the names of the 

individual candidates and the dates, or did the Standing 
Committee on Rules, to your knowledge, ever, as I say, com¬ 
pose that language? A. There was a few minor changes 
made there from one year, but to be honest with you, I can¬ 
not recall what they were. 

Q. Would you recall what year? A. No, I do not. 

Q. Now, Mr. AVilliams, you also told us about the letter 
that is in evidence as having been received from Mr. Ram¬ 
sey. A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Did anyone in a supervisory capacity—I now use the 
word “supervisory” in the same sense that Mr. Broun de¬ 
fined it to you— A. Yes. 

Q. (Continuing)—ever talk to you or discuss with you the 
letter from Mr. Ramsey? A. At the time? 

Q. Yes. A. No, sir, they did not. 

Q. You are presently a representative, Mr. Williams? 

WTiat voting division do you represent? A. The 

14853 machine shop, roller shop, welders. 

Q. How long have you represented that division, 
Mr. Williams? Well, at any rate, did you represent that 
same division in 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. And now, in 1938? A. That is right. 

Q. During the perio<I beginning with the Plan Year 1937, 
have you ever called a meeting generally of the eligible 
voters in that division to discuss matters having to do with 
the make-up under the Plan of Employees’ Representation? 
A. Yes, sir. I had meetings with the group to discuss the 
general wage increase. 

Q. When were those meetings held, Mr. Williams? A. At 
the time of the increase—around that time. 

Q. And where were they held? A. Well, one was held in 
the machine shop, about the center of the shop, and— 

Q. Who attended that meeting? A. The employees on 
turn, I would say, or going off turn, rather. They had com¬ 
pleted their turn. 

Q. About how many employees attended? A. Say, in 
the neighborhood of three hundred. 

Q. What time of the day was that meeting held? 

14854 A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. What time of the day was that meeting held? 
A. About 3:30. 

Q. How were the employees notified that there was going 
to be this meeting? A. My buddy and I told them. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A, My buddy and I told them. 

Q. Was the meeting held in a closed room of any sort, or 
was it held in the middle of the machine shop? A. The 
middle of the machine shop, 

Q. Were any persons there not in your voting division? 
A. That I don’t know. There were so many there, anybody 
could walk in. 
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Q. How long did the meeting last, Mr. Williams? A. 
Roughly speaking, ten minutes. 

Q. Did you talk during the meeting? A. I did. 

14855 Q. Did any one else talk? A. Yes, questions was 
asked. 

Q. How many people spoke altogether, would you say? 
A. Just my buddy and L 

Q. Just your buddy and you? A. Yes. 

Q. I am referring also to the question when I say how 
many persons spoke. How many persons asked questions? 
A. I would say about half a dozen. That is just estimating. 

Q. Well, now, have you ever had similar meetings, Mr. 
Williams? A. Yes. I talked to a group of men in one of 
the washrooms at the time about the question of Daylight 
Saving, and— 

Q "WTien was that? A. I believe that was in the early 
part of 1936, I am not too sure, but the first time we done 
away v.*ith Daylight Saving, and I talked to a group of them 
that gathered up around the layout table, in the morning, 
about it. 

Q. T\Tien was the last time you had any such meeting as 
you have described? A. Well, every morning—there was 
quite a group goes up around the layout table, and 

14856 we do a lot of talking, and questions asked. 

Q. I am referring to the type of meeting where 
you discussed the wage increases. As you say, there were 
several hundred men there. I think you said three hundred. 
A. Yes, about that. 

Q. I think also, Mr. Williams, you told us that in response 
to a question of Mr. Broun that several transfers of rep¬ 
resentatives was investigated to determine whether or not 
the company had possibly transferred any other men in 
order to remove representatives who might be a little too 
zealous—I don’t know just the language you use—^but do I 
make myself clear? In other words, whether or not the 
company for its purposes transferred any of the men— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that the tes¬ 
timony, as it was given and as it should be recalled to the 
witness was, while he was on the committee on Rules, and 
was Chairman of the General Body, all transfers of repre¬ 
sentatives were investigated. It seems to me there is a 
diiference between investigating some of them and all of 
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them. There is an implication that there might be special 
circumstances— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I frankly do not recall the tes¬ 
timony, and if that is it, tha^ you for calling it to 

14857 my attention. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) With Mr. Broun’s 
suggestion in mind, ^Ir. Williams, I think you mentioned 
that Section 10 was that part of the Plan that you felt, that 
is, the General Body and you, felt gave you authority to 
investigate such transfers; do you recall such testimony? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, again, if I may say so, I be¬ 
lieve the testimony was if he had found, or the committee 
had come to the conclusion, the company had transferred a 
man because of his activities as a representative, that then 
they could proceed under Section 10. It was not Section 10 
that gave the authority. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right, but the subsequent 
action would be taken under Section 10. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, that is my recollection of what the vnt- 
ness said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Y'es. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) What part of Section 10, 
Mr. Williams, has to do with that situation? 

Mr. Broun: That is on page 17, is it not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Page 17, that is, under what au¬ 
thority or language in Section 10 would the General Body 
rely on to protest such a transfer? That is, a transfer by 
the management, which the General Body might feel 

14858 was for the purpose of eliminating an obstreperous 
representative. 

The Witness: Didn’t I say the Employees’ Committee 
on Rules would investigate this, not the General Body? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) I am not sure just what 
you did say. A. Yes. I said, as I remember, as a member 
of the Employees’ Committee on Rules— 

Q. All right. What language in Section 10 would the 
Standing Committee on Rules proceed under? A. Guaran¬ 
teeing the independence of an employees’ representative. 

Q. You mean, the heading of the section? A. Section 10. 

Q. My question is what in this section gives the Commit¬ 
tee on Rules, or any other committee, the right to take up a 
matter or the discrimination of that kind. 
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Mr. Broun: As I understand the witness’ answer, it was 
that the committee would act if it found a discrimination 
under Section 10. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I want to find out, 
if he is basing that on any specific language in the section, 
or just generally. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Do you understand 

14859 it? A. Yes. I am just reading this over. 

The whole business. 

Mr. Broun: May I have your question read back, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

^^r. Broun: Well, now, Mr. Examiner, I did not appre¬ 
ciate what your question was because of our prior discus¬ 
sion. AVhat I thought you were driving at was, what is it 
in Section 10, if anything, that gives any cause of action, 
shall we say, because an employees’ representative is trans¬ 
ferred? I do not think the witness has said that any specific 
or general authority is directly conferred by Section 10 on 
any committee with regard to the transfers. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand the wit¬ 
ness ’ answer, it is that Section 10 does give authority for 
the taking up of a matter such as comes within the contem¬ 
plation of Section 10. 

Mr. Broun: Isn’t that interference by the company with 
the freedom of representatives, as protected by provisions 
of Section 10, or that the representatives are protected in 
their freedom by the provisions of Section 10? 

14860 Trial Examiner Bloom: Perhaps I do not under¬ 
stand you. What is your point? 

Mr. Broun: Your question was directed, as I understood 
it, to a specific grant of authority to a particular commit¬ 
tee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is right. 

Mr. Broun: —pursuant to Section 10, to do something. 
Obviously, reading Section 10, it is a provision that guar¬ 
antees the representatives in their right to operate as such. 

The Committee on Rules, being the committee that runs 
the elections, and has to do with the selection of representa- 
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tives, always investigates, as a matter of practice, any 
transfer of representatives, so if he decides he has been 
discriminated against, he may proceed under the provi¬ 
sions of Section 10. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that may be true, but that 
isn’t to my n-ind what the witness said on direct examina¬ 
tion, or respondents’ examination. 

14SG1 ^ir. Broun: Wei], as I say, I think this last ques¬ 
tion was misunderstood by the witness because of | 
oiir discussion immediately before that. On direct examina- | 
tion I don’t think the witness said that Section 10 directly— | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I didn’t say it directly— j 

Mr. Broun: —referred to that— | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But he said the Coimnittee on 
Rules would proceed under Section 10 or some such lan¬ 
guage. 

Mr. Broun: I frankly have forgotten the specific phrase¬ 
ology he used. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is why I wanted to be sure 
that is what he did mean. Did you have anything you want 
to add? 

The Witness: What I meant by that, Mr. Bloom, is that 
Section 10 would be v/hat I would base it on, as far as pro¬ 
ceeding in an independent manner without fear—^but to pro¬ 
ceed in handling it, I would follow the procedure in 9 here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean under the adjustment 
of grievances ? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Procedure for adjustment of 
grievances ? 

The Witness: That’s right. 

14862 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well, if you fol¬ 
lowed the procedure under Section 9 could you ever 
go beyond the president of the company on a matter of that 
kind and a possible arbitration of the matter with the con¬ 
sent of the president of the company and a majority of the 
employees’ representatives on the (Jeneral Joint Commit¬ 
tee on Appeals? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Shouldn’t, Mr. Examiner, the attention of 
the witness be called to the second paragraph of Section 10? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, refer to the second para¬ 
graph and see if you care to change your answer after hav¬ 
ing read that. 
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The Witness: Well now, what was the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read my question back, Mr. 
Reporter. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, if you would read Section 10, 
the way your question is at present worded it says, “With 
the possible consent of the company,” making it look as 
though the consent of the company is mandatory whereas 
if you read the third paragraph of Section 10 it shows 
that whether the company consents or not the em- 

14863 ployees’ representatives have a right to go beyond 
the secretary of the company to the Secretary of La¬ 
bor, so it seems that that question is founded on a false 
premise, it seems to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that question is founded 
on the witness’ previous answer that you would proceed 
under Section 9, and I want to see just what he means by 
that. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You say that you could 
go beyond Section 9, is that right? A. Yes. 

Q. All right— 

Mr. Broun: My question is that we have been talking 
about sections backwards and forwards, and before the wit¬ 
ness should be required to answer a question of that sort he 
should have the provisions called to his attention so he can 
consider them. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he has between these 
questions read the sections, Mr. Broun. We don’t have to 
have a stop-watch on Mr. Williams, but he has the Plan in 
his hands and as we refer to sections he is apparently very 
carefully reading the sections before he answers. If you 
haven't been, Mr. Williams, I hope that you will, or if you 
want to go back and change anything why, you are at per¬ 
fect liberty to do so. 

14864 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Now, as I under¬ 
stand it then, a matter of that kind could go beyond 

the president of the company? A. Yes, I'd say so. 

Q. To whom would it go then? A. To an arbitrator or 
arbitrators. 
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Q. Well, could it go beyond the arbitrators, I mean as¬ 
suming that the arbitrators could not agree, or assu m ing 
that there was no arbitration for some reason or other? 
A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Well, might I ask, Mr. Examiner, you said 
you assumed the witness had read Section 10 and the other 
sections; might we ask whether he has this morning, while 
considering this thing, read those sections? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Have you, Mr. Williams? 

Mr. Broun: Section 10, let us say, as well as Section 9. 

The Witness: I did, but 1 will read it again. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you read it, Mr, Williams, 
this morning? 

The Witness; Yes, he being an employees’ representa¬ 
tive he would have the right to api)eal to the State Depart¬ 
ment of Laboi’ or the Secretary of Labor of the United 
States. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) You say “he”, 

14865 who do you mean by he, Mr. Williams? A. You were 
getting rid of an employees’ representative by trans¬ 
fer here when we started off, isn’t that correct? 

Q. Yes, you are still referring to that? A. To that em¬ 
ployees’ representative, yes. 

Q. Well now, you say he could take an appeal, does that 
mean that he, personally, would take the matter up as pro¬ 
vided in Section 10, or could it also be taken up by a com¬ 
mittee? 

14866 Mr. Broun: Well, now, hasn’t the witness said, 
Mr. Examiner, that the Committee on Rules could 

take the matter up? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: Hasn’t the witness said that the Commit¬ 
tee on Rules could take it up? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but he was referring then, 
as I understood it, to Section 9; now that he has re^ Sec¬ 
tion 10 over again I want to* see if he is still of that opinion. 

Mr. Broun: Well, I don’t understand that he said that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Said what? 

Mr. Broun: That he was referring to Section 9 when he 
was speaking of the Committee on Rules, he said the Com¬ 
mittee on Rules investigated with a view to seeing whether 
or not any action should be taken under Section 10, as I un- 
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derstood it, then you asked him the specific question about 
what procedure would be used and he almost immediately 
answered you that it was Section 9. That’s the reason I 
asked the question as to whether or not he shouldn’t have 
his attention called to the provisions of Section 10 because, 
of course, one of the difficulties with all of these questions 
are that we are dealing more or less in a vacuum, we 

14867 are talking about things that never happened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They might happen, I 

assume. 

Mr. Broun: The witness stated there was never a repre¬ 
sentative transferred who wasn’t satisfied with the transfer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, I assume Section 10 
wasn’t put in the Plan without any purpose, the section is 
in there obviously for some purpose. 

Mr. Broun: And another thing about your questions, sir, 
the provision of Section 10 is that the employees’ repre¬ 
sentative shall have the right, but isn’t it just the same sort 
of thing as a plaintiff in a case? He proceeds by his attor¬ 
ney. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know if he does or not— 
Mr. Broun: It is not necessary to proceed, he can pro¬ 
ceed individually, of course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I don’t know, because in 
the procedure for the adjustment of grievances he proceeds 
by his representative exclusively, as far as I understand it. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Broun was not talking about an attor¬ 
ney appearing here, he is trying to use an illustration. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I understand that. 

14868 Mr. Moore: In this particular case it says the 
employees’ representative shall have the right to 

appeal. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Moore: Now, that doesn’t mean that he has got to 
travel himself to Washington or Harrisburg. Whoever rep¬ 
resents him may do it, he may do it himself, perhaps, but 
that is a question to be determined perhaps by the man 
himself. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, well, I quite understand. 
Mr. Moore: It is a question for him to decide, perhaps. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: I wanted to find out from Mr. 
Williams what part the Committee on Rules, the Standing 
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Conuiiittec, would play in this and under what sections of 
the Plan it would derive its authority to function from this, 
that is the only point. 

Mr. Moore: I am bound to say that your question simply 
moans to me to be beside the point, it seems beside the point. 
Hero you have a man who is a layman, not a lawyer, asking 
him to interpret an agreement and assuming that if he is 
wrong, why, that is binding upon the Plan. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Oh, not at all. 

Mr. Moore: No matter what he says, it can’t be bind¬ 
ing. 

14869 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it can’t be binding, 
the language is reasonably clear, there are places 

that are ambiguous, but I do think that it has some bearing 
as to whether or not Mr. Williams has some ideas on this. 
Obviously he may be incorrect in his interpretation, or his 
interpretation may be correct. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I have seen one sentence in an opin¬ 
ion recently handed down by the Board which seems to me 
the language is most ambiguous. Who is going to interpret 
that language? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I dare say a court, Mr. Moore. 
Mr. Moore: Mr. Williams, you or I or who is going to 
interpret it ? It is going to be interpreted by a court if the 
question ever arises, I assume. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume so. 

Mr. Moore: That is the point, what difference does it 
make what we say about it if we don’t have any authority? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is this distinction, 
as I see it, Mr. Moore, this Plan or, rather, under this Plan, 
the representatives work or operate and I think it is im¬ 
portant to find out just how they do operate and how they 
would operate. 

Mr. Broun: But what you have been talking about, Mr. 
Examiner, is how something might happen which the 

14870 testiniony shows never occurred. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is it your theory, 
then, ^Ir. Broun, that those things couldn’t occur? 

Mr. Broun: No, of course it isn’t my theory that they 
couldn’t occur. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, then, if they could occur, 
isn’t it important to find out how the Plan would operate in 
a given situation? 
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Mr. Broun: But I can’t see how the statement of this or 
any other witness as to what he now thinks would occur is 
binding as to what would actually occur. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t say it is binding. 

Mr. Broun: Because the provisions of the Plan are there 
to be followed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But I think the ideas of the 
representatives as to the procedure they would have to 
follow under a given plan is of some importance. 

Mr. Broun: The procedure that would be actually fol¬ 
lowed, of course, would be followed after discussions among 
themselves and i>erhaps consulting counsel and quiet 
thought and not a statement on the witness stand where 
there isn’t any opportunity to consult, of course. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, that may be true, and then 
again it may not be true, I don’t know. As far as I know 
the Plan never had a counsel at all up until very re¬ 
cently. 

14871 Mr. Broun: Well, there has been testimony by the 
vntness that they consulted counsel on a matter of 
interpretation of the Plan having to do with the date of 
the nominations, I think it was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that was of the 1938,— 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But, for instance, in 1937 when 
certain amendments were adopted it appears that they did 
not have counsel. When the 1937 amendments were adopted, 
if the opinion of any counsel had anything to do with that 
it would appear that it was the counsel for the respondents 
as showTi by the letter from Mr. Evans to Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Broun: Well. I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Blcom: There is no evidence in the rec¬ 
ord at this point— 

Mr. Broun: I don’t know on what basis you say that, Mr. 
Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will be very glad to show it 
to you. 

Mr. Moore: What does it mean, do you mean that coun¬ 
sel for the respondents acted as counsel for the Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not acted as counsel for the 
Plan but if any counsel’s opinion had anything to do with 
the amendments in the spring of April or May, 1937, it 
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appears from Board’s Exhibit 278 that it might well 

14872 have been counsel for the respondents, because Mr. 
Evans in his letter refers to the fact that he has 

taken the matter up with counsel, and that his opinion is 
based more or less— 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Evans took the matter up with me, but 
he was writing from the point of view of the company and 
handed on to them what counsel had advised the company. 
I don’t think it is fair to assume anything from that ex¬ 
cept what is showm on the face of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I am not assuming any¬ 
thing. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Did you have counsel in 
April, 1937, when I say “you” I mean the Plan, Mr, Wil¬ 
liams? A. No. 

Q. Did you consult with counsel concerning any of the 
amendjiicnts that wei-e drawn in 1937, adopted by the Plan? 
A. No. 

Trial Examiner: That’s all. 

Mr. Broun: What was that, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought we would go around— 
Mr. Rose: All right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you want a brief recess? 
Mr. Broun: Yes, if you would give us that, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, it might save time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I think so, we will take a 

14873 brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Redirect Examination 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Mr, Williams, will you take Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 177, please? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 177 was passed to witness.) 

A. Yes. 

Q, And turn to page 16; do you remember that in answer 
to some of the Examiner’s questions having to do with the 
procedure for adjusting matters and taking up grievances 
contained in Section 9, part of which is on page 15, that we 
got to the point where a matter goes to the General Mana- 
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ger and the Examiner asked a question of what would hap¬ 
pen if the General Manager refused to approve referring 
any matter that he hadn’t settled to the proper Joint Com¬ 
mittee, and I believe you said that the thing worked auto¬ 
matically and it always went to the proper Joint Commit¬ 
tee? Now let’s assume just for the purpose— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, I don’t 
think he said that, I think he said it would automatically go 
to the proper Joint Committee. 

]\rr. Broun: Very well, thank you for the correc- 

14874 tion, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In understanding my state- 
incnt, Ml*. 'Williams, as the Examiner corrected it, let’s as¬ 
sume that you were wrong about that for a moment, just 
for the purpose of this consideration and that if the Gen¬ 
eral ^[anager did not approve referring it to the proper 
Joint Committee that it wouldn’t automatically go to the 
committee. Now will you read all of Section 2, please, and 
tell me, after you have finished reading it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have the question well 
in mind, Mr, Williams? 

Mr. Broun: There isn’t any question yet, except to ask 
him to read Section 2. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is best for Mr. Wil¬ 
liams to have your statement fully in mind. Do you, or 
would you, care to have it read over, Mr. Williams? 

The Witness: I would like to have it read over. 

Trial Exaininer Bloom: Read it slowly back, please, 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You have read it, have you ? A. Yes. 

Q. Now if a matter had gotten to the General Manager 
had not been decided by him in favor of the em- 

14875 ployees’ side, he didn’t approve referring it to a 
committee so that it didn’t go to the proper Joint 

Committee, it wouldn’t have been satisfactorily disposed 
of, would it? A. That is true. 

Q. Looking at paragraph 2 of section 9, Mr. Williams, 
isn’t it true that that paragraph provides a procedure for 
taking up matters that haven’t been satisfactorily disposed 
of under Section 1? A. Yes, sir; yes, sir. 
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Q. Then if the General Manager by not approving the 
reference of a matter to a proper committee, prevents it 
from going to the proper committee— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: That is just in the middle of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I understood, I 
wanted to have it read, I couldn’t believe that that was the 
question. 

Q. (By Mr, Broun) —isn’t the next step provided 

14876 under paragraph 2 that an employee can have the 
matter taken to the General Joint Committee on 

Appeals? 

Mr. Rose: Well, that’s objected to as to the form of the 
question, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. You may 
answer. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Williams, we were talking 
about the amendment provision, which is Section 11, and 
you told us, I believe, that an amendment which would pro¬ 
vide that instead of requiring that employees’ representa¬ 
tives be cm])loyeos of the Plant, that it was simply required 
that they be 21 years old, and American citizens—^v’-ouldn’t 
have to be approved by the Joint Committee on Rules; now 
that has to do, docs it not, with the selection of employees’ 
representatives, an amendment of that sort would have to 
do with selection? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. And qualification? A. Yes. 

Q. You also told us that certain sort of amendments 
might bo considered unfair. Now I wasn’t clear just what 
that was, but that doesn’t make any difference; suppose 
you believed that the amendment you referred to 

14877 was one that had the General Manager representing 
the men— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he said Mr. EUicott 
or Mr. Evans or some such. 

Mr. Broun: Let’s say that the amendment was to have 
the General ^^lanager of the plant, or Mr. Evans, represent 
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the men; lot's assume you would say that was unfair, now 
will you read the jjrovisions of the amendment section, 
please, and let me know when you are finished reading 
that? 

The Witness; Section 11? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: All right, sir. 

14878 Q. Now, is it correct, Mr. Williams, that the part of 
that section that has to do with the approval of 

amendments by the Joint Committee on Rules is the part 
that begins, “Except that any amendment”, and runs down 
to the end of the sentence. 

Trial Examiner Bloo-m: That is about the eighth or ninth 
line down from the top. 

The Witness: Yes, except that any amendment which 
would materially change—starting there. 

Q. (B}’ Mr. Broun) That is, part of the section that has 
to do with any amendment that has to do with the Joint 
Committee on Rules? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Now, one of those provisions is, “Any amendment 
which might prevent the Plan from operating as a fair 
method of selecting representatives of the whole body of 
representatives of the company, and a fair method of col¬ 
lective bargaining has to be approved by the Joint Commit¬ 
tee on “Rules,” that is correct, isn’t it? A. Yes. 

Q. Then^ am I correct that an amendment providing that 
Mr. EllicoU would be the representative of the employees 
would have to be approved by the Joint Committee if it was 
an unfair amendment? A. Yes. 

14879 Mr. Rose: That is objected to as to the form of the 
question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Broun: You have sustained the objection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You said that an amendment which 
would provide that Mr. EUicott would be the representative 
would be unfair? A. Yes. 

Q. Let us assume for the purpose of the next question 
that that would be an unfair amendment. Would it have 
to be approved by the Joint Committee on Rules to become 
an amendment to the Plan? A, Yes, sir. 
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Q. Mr. Williams, you spo-ke about having held a meeting 
with respect to having to do with Daylight Saving Time in 
a washroom. Will you give me some idea about the size of 
that washroom? A. Oh, fifty by thirty foot. 

Q. You, on the first day, Mr. Williams, that Mr. Rose 
questioned you, were asked some questions about the ar¬ 
rangements for meeting rooms and headquarters of the 
Plan, and you told us, I believe, or Mr. Rose, that they 
were rented, you did not remember the amount that was 

paid, or much detail about the matter. Mr. Rose ! 

14880 asked you to refresh your memory over the lunch I 
period and asked you after lunch if you had done so, I 

and you said you had not, and he asked you to refresh your I 
memory again and he neglected to ask you about it after I 
that. I was wondering if you have refreshed your memory I 
or if you now remember anything more than you told us I 
about the amount that was paid for renting the ofl&ce in the I 
headquarters, and who it was paid to, and so on? I 

If you do, you can clear it up now. A. Ho-w is that ques- | 
tion again? I don’t quite get it. | 

Q. I just call your attention to the fact that Mr. Rose | 
asked you to refresh your memory, and then apparently | 
forgot to ask you about it again before he finished his cross- ' 
examination. I want to know now whether you remember, ] 
or have yon refreshed your memory, as to the amount that | 
the Plan paid for the meeting room and the headquarters, | 
and if you know, I wish you would tell us what they paid | 
or agreed to pay— j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wonder, Mr. Broun, if you | 
mean headquarters. I think they referred to meeting j 
rooms. j 

Mr. Broun: I got the impression there were meeting | 
rooms and in addition to that, headquarters. | 

The Witness: That is correct. | 

Mr. Rose: There was a meeting room and an oflSce. | 

14881 Mr. Broun: That is right ; two places. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what you meant? 

Mr. Broun: That is what I meant. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I believe they were referred to j 
in the record as the meeting room and the ofiSce. j 

^fr. Broun : You think that they had been? I 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. It was your use of the word 
headquarters that confused me. 

Mr. Broun: By headquarters I refer to the office. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the fonn of counsel drawing conclu¬ 
sions as to what I may or may not liavc asked. I also asked 
the witness to look at the financiai records, if he had looked 
at them, and he said no. 

Mr. Broun: My understanding is he said he would pro¬ 
duce them, but did not say he looked at them. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the question rephrased? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ask a specific question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) First, Mr Williams, there seems to be 
a misunderstanding about the rooms. Will you tell us first 
before we go into the matter of the rent of the rooms, what 
rooms the Plan uses. A. A meeting room. 

Q. One single meeting room; is that right? A. Yes, a 
meeting room where the General Body and the committees 
meet. 

14882 Q. The committees and the General Body both use 
the same room ? A. That is correct. 

Q. And Joint Committees, too, or not? A. And Joint 
Committees, too, and then— 

Q. What building is that room in? A. This Washington 
Street building, near here, the old General Office. 

Q. That is the one you looked at the sign during the lunch 
period and found it contained Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. That is right. 

Q. What other room is there? A. The office in the ga¬ 
rage building we were talking about. 

Q. And those are the only two; is that correct? A. That 
is right. 

Q. Now, would you tell me, if you know now, how much 
was paid for the room, or it was to be—agreed to be paid 
for ^e room? What is the basis of payment? A. The 
meeting rooms—30—I do not recall the odd figure, whether 
it is $37. or $39. Is that what you asked me ? 

14883 Q. That is the amount that has been paid; is that 
right? A. That is right. 

Q. Is there any amount per month or year that is agreed 
the rent is? What is the rent for the rooms, if you know? 
"What is the basis of it? Is it per meeting or per month, or 
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what? A. No. $39 was a bill for the meetings, all the 
meetings held there. 

Q. Up to the time the bill was dated? A. Yes. It would 
be about a dollar a meeting. 

Q. Well now, that covers the meeting roo-m; is that right? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Well now, is there an}’ separate arrangement for the 
garage room, the office? A. Ves. The office is rented by 
ihe year. I think it is $10 a year. 

Q. You told us, Mr. Williams, that the only names you 
could remember on the present Finance Committee in the 
current terms was Milton H. Weaver, and a man named 
Mr. Lewis whose first name you did not remember. Do 
you happen to remember any of the other names now? A. 
(No answer.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, it is not particularly important. 
1 thought perliaps you might have been told them by 
14S84 some of the others? A. No, 1 had not. 

Q, You also said, using the pronoun “they” elected 
a new Finance Committee in 1938. You also said they se¬ 
lected Gordon Ross, treasurer, in the past term. To whom, 
or what did the “they” refer? A. The General Body; the 
employees ’ representatives. 

(J, So the General Body appointed the treasurer of the 
new Finance Committee? A. That is right—elected him. 

Q. Elected him, you say? A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: This is at what time? 

Mr. Broun: Well, the Finance Committee, as 1 under¬ 
stand it, started in March, 1938. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Mr. Rose: And the new treasurer, Mr. MTiite— 

Mr. Broun: He is the treasurer now. Gordon Ross was 
the treasurer before. 

The Witness: That is right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And he was elected also? A. That 
is right. 

Q. Mr. Mliite is not the man who was elected in 1938? 
A. That is right. 

Q. Now, Mr. Rose asked you a question which was 
phrased in the present tense about when do you do 
14885 do your work on the minutes with Mr. Brant, and at 
another time you made an answer which indicated 
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to me that perhaps at the present time you do not have 
Mr. Brant work on the minutes. What is the situation as 
to the present time? A. Mr. Brant has nothing to- do with 
the minutes. The secretary of the General Body handles 
that job now, Emlyn Evans. 

Q. When did that w’ork start? When did Mr. Brant’s 
w'ork on the minutes cease ? A. He took the last minutes in 
Februaiy, 1938. 

Q. And the next meeting was March, 1938? A. March, 
1938. 

Q. And Mr. Evans started then doing all the work on the 
minutes? A. Emlyn Evans. 

Q. And he is the present secretary of the General Body? 
A. That is correct. He is the present secretary of the 
General Body. 

Q, You told us, I believe, in answer to a question of the 
Examiner, Mr. Williams, that you did not consult counsel 
with respect to the amendment made to the Plan in 1937. 
Was there any discussion about the amendments amongst 
the employees’ representatives? A. There was, yes, sir. 
A good many of the representatives had come to me and 
asked me what effect the decision of the Supreme 
14886 Court in regards to the Wagner Act would have 
upon the Plan. At that time I told them I was unable 
to answer, but I was interested myself, and would find out. 

Q. Was there also discussion about it in meetings, about 
the amendments, I mean? A. Yes. Oh, yes. 

Q. Amongst the representatives? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. The employees’ representatives? A. Yes, and there 
was— 

Q. They were considered fully, were they? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by **consid¬ 
ered fully?” 

Mr. Broun: I mean, at a meeting, Mr. Examiner, the 
amendments were read and discussed by the representa¬ 
tives. I want to find out whether that is the case or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read and discussed. All right. 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further (juestions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: I have some questions. 
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Recross Examination 

Mr. Rose: Will you mark this for identification, 
please? 

14887 (Thereupon, the dociiment above referred to was 
marked as Board *s Exhibit No. 292 for Identifica¬ 
tion.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, I show you Board’s Ex¬ 
hibit 292 for Identification, and ask you whether that is a 
photograph of the entrance to the building on Washington 
Street in which the meeting room of the representatives 
which you referred to is located? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question assumes there 
is only one entrance. I do not know whether it is the case 
or not, but it seems to me there should be an amendment 
to it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Make it “A” instead of 
“the”. 

14888 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Make it “A”. 

Mr. Broun: Better make it “an”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Thank you, Mr. 
Broun. 

The Witness: Yes, sir, that looks like it to me. 

Mr. Rose: I will offer Board’s 292 for Identification, in 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As Exhibit 292, Put that in, 
Mr. Reporter. 

Voir Dire Examination on Board*s Exhibit 292 for 

Identification 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, referring to the same 
photograph that Mr. Rose showed you, Board’s Exhibit 
292, for Identification, I call your attention to the sign on 
the top of the building— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You do not mean the top of the 
building. You mean over the entrance? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Over the entrance, with reference 
to the Cambria Plant, and ask you if you know whether 
the sign is painted, and if so, what the colors are that are 
used on it? A. I am going to ask the company if that sign 
belongs to them. 
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Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, I don’t see 
how that bears on the qualification of the document. 

14889 Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, it bears on the quali¬ 
fication of the document because I am advised that 

the sign on the building does not stand out at all clearly, 
and it, therefore, raises the question of whether or not 
the photograph has been retouched. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let me see it. I walk up there 
every day. 

He may answer the question. 

The "Witness: It is a painted sign. The letters are 
bronzed, and the rest is black. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you happen to know how re¬ 
cently the sign has been painted? A. Xo, nothing about 
the history of it; positively no. I know when I looked at 
it the other day that it would not hurt to put a new one up. 

Q. What do you mean by ‘Mt would not hurt to put a 
new up”? A. Well, I will have to be honest with you. I 
thought it was an old sign. 

Q. I call your attention, Mr. Williams, to what appears 
to be a chain and two posts in the lower part of the pic¬ 
ture, and ask you if you can tell me where, with reference 
to—I assume that is a sidewalk in front of the building? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Where, with reference to the sidewalk and 

14890 street in front of the building, those posts and 
chains are located? A. From the sidewalk, the 

curb out? 

Q. Yes. A. About ten foot, I would say. 

Q. And do you know what they are? A. They are sup¬ 
posed to be a traffic safety zone. 

Q. Do they have anything to do with the street cars? 
Safety zone for what? A. For the street cars. 

Q. There is a street car track that runs in front of the 
building, then? A. That’s right. 

Q. So that is either a city or street car company device 
for a safety zone? A. That is right; as far as I know. 

Q. Do you know what color the posts are, and the chain, 
if they are the same color or different colors? A. No, 
I do not. 

Mr. Broun: IMr. Examiner, I object to the exhibit on 
the ground that it has not been shown to be a true and 
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accurate representation of the sign, and also on the 
ground that it is not proper recross-examination. I asked 
the witness nothing about the entrance to the Washing¬ 
ton Street building on redirect examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the first ground 

14891 can be resolved very easily, because I think I -will 
walk down half a block and any one who wants to 

come along with me is welcome. 

Mr. Jones: I object to it. There is no showing as to 
when the picture was made, or to show the present condi¬ 
tion of the building. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I think that is why I 
will walk down the street to see that. 

Mr. Jones: And it docs not show who made the picture 
or what time the picture was made. 

Mr. Rose: The respondents introduced written photo¬ 
graphs and no reiiuirement of such kind was made. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the exhibit seems to be in¬ 
competent, irrelevant and immaterial because it does not 
go to anything in issue. The testimony of the witness on 
direct examination was that the building was there and 
that it had a sign on it that read “Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany.” 

Mr. Rose: Oh, no. There was no such testirnonv on di- 
rect examination. The only testimony occurred on cross- 
examination after the witness had been asked to go out 
and look at the sign during the lunch recess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I wdll take a ten-min¬ 
ute recess. That is what I am going to do. I will take a 
ten-minute recess and will ask Mr. Williams to walk down 
the street with me and anyone else who wants to 

14892 come along is welcome. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was had, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

14893 Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will come 
to order. 

Mr. Broun, your objection is two-fold, one that there is 
no showing that this actually represents the condition of 
the entrance, and secondly, the fact that it is admitted 
that there is such a sign— 
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Mr. Broun: Secondly, that it is incompetent, irrele¬ 
vant, and immaterial. I just cannot see the pertinency or 
the competency of a picture of a sign on the entrance to 
a building. The only conceivable bearing I can see is the 
testimony that there is a meeting room of the Plan in such 
building. If I am not mistaken, there is a sign of some 
such sort in the building where we are, but it hasn’t our 
name on it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As to the first objection, do 
you persist in that objection? 

Mr. Broun: I still do not know that the picture has 
not been retouched. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Williams, look at the pic¬ 
ture, Board’s Exhibit 292, and tell us whether in your 
opinion that fairly reflects the appearance of the outside 
of the building, of the entrance to it? 

The Witness: Yes. That looks like it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection will be 
14894 overruled. The document will be received in evi¬ 
dence as Board’s Exhibit No. 292. 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked as 
Board’s Exhibit No. 292 for Identification was marked 
as Board’s Exhibit No. 292 in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Williams, during the re¬ 
cess you and I and several others walked down opposite 
the place indicated by the picture; is that correct? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you only mentioned two of 
the grounds of my objection. For the moment I recall 
there was a third which I do not know if you remember 
or not, that it was not proper recross. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The ruling stands. 

Recross Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, on direct examination 
by Mr. Broun in response to a question, you said that 
$39 was paid for the meeting room. To whom was that 
paid? A. I would say, Bethlehem Steel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Also, in response to a question by 
Mr. Broun, vou said that it would be about a dollar 

14895 per meeting’? A. Yes. 

Q. Don’t you know exactly what the amount is? 
A. I think a dollar a meeting. 

Q. Is that exactly what the amount Is, what the rent is, 
or don’t you know? A. I would say about a dollar a meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. 'Well, do you know what the rent is? A. Yes, a dollar 
a meeting. 

Q. Or is it a dollar a month? A. No, a dollar a meeting. 
Q. You say the amount for the office in the garage was 
$10 per year. Has that $10 or any other part of it been 
paid? A. Yes, the rent has been paid. 

Q. When was it paid? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, I am sorry. I am 
not clear as to what you have in mind. You said the $10 
or any other part. 

Mr. Rose: I thought I said the $10 or any part of it. 
Mr. Broun: Did you understand—Mr. Rose, if I may 
ask the witness, to mean the $10 or any part of the $10? 
The Witness: Yes. That is what I understood. 

14896 Trial Examiner Bloom: Then we are all clear? 
The Witness: 1 would say a couple of months 

ago, at least. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) To whom was it paid? 

Mr. Broun: Hasn't he answered? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No. He answered previously 
with respect to the meeting room. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, that is right; 

The Witness: I would think, Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) It was paid to Bethlehem Steel 
Company, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, wasn’t the question an¬ 
swered? Who else could the money be paid to? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know. The witness 
has not answered the question. He said he would think so. 
The question is, does he know? 

The Witness: You mean, who w^as the check made 
out to? 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Yes. To whom was the check paid? 
A. I said, I think the Bethlehem Steel, Mr. Rose, to the 
best of my knowledge. 

Q. With reference to the $39 and the $10 per year that 
you mentioned, had you since last week, up to the time 
you gave that information here, looked at any records 
from which you obtained that information? A. No, 

14897 sir. 

Mr. Broun: I did not understand Mr. Rose’s 

question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read it back? 

(Thereupon, the reporter read the last question.) 

Mr. Broun: Well now, I don’t understand whether Mr. 
Williams did not look up any records before he started 
to testify, or whether he has looked at any records since 
he began to testify. 

Mr. Rose: I thought I made it clear, from the time Mr. 
Williams left the witness stand at the end of our hearings 
last week up to the time he gave the testimony this morn¬ 
ing concerning the $39 and— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean, between Friday 
and this morning? 

Mr. Rose: That is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I was not clear. Did you 
understand it? 

The Witness: I thought that was what Mr. Rose meant 
when I answered. 

14898 Q. (By Mr, Rose) During that time, you did not 
look at any records or writings or memoranda or 

any minutes of any kind? A. That’s correct 
Q. Is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Did any one tell you about the thirty-nine dollars 
and the ten dollars? A. No. 

Mr. Jones: May I ask that that question be restricted 
to time, when does he mean? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, that is— 

Mr. Rose: I am talking about the same period of time. 
(Q. By Mr. Rose) You so understood me, did you not, 
Mr. Williams? A. I did, Mr. Rose. 
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Q. Can you tell us now what arrangements the Plan has 
for the rent of the office, whether it is to use that office 
for a year or month or more than a year? 

Mr. Broun: I don’t understand that question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, it seems rather indefinite. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

14899 Mr. Broun: Does it mean whether the lease is 
a month to month, or week to week, or day to day, 

or what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, as I understand, Mr. 
Rose’s question is what arrangements does the Plan have 
for the use of the meeting room, is that right? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, I want to know whether he can tell us 
any more than he has. 

Mr. Broun: He has talked about the office in the first 
place. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was that the office? 

Mr. Rose: I am talking about the office now. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am sorry, I had it confused. 
Do you understand that? 

The Witness: Not referring to the meeting room? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I am sorry, that is my 
mistake. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Talking about the office? A. Yes, 
the Plan will rent the office for another year. 

Q. No, I think you misunderstood me—I mean, has the 
Plan a lease for the office for the period of a year or a 
period of a month or several months? 

Mr. Broun: Well, now, is Mr. Bose talking about a 
written document which the witness has indicated 

14900 his understanding of the word “lease”, or is he 
just referring— 

Mr. Rose: I am referring to a written document. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Written document. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, might I suggest this, 
the witness was talking about the lease, it was a very 
formal document drawn by an attorney and so on; may I 
suggest that he be asked whether there is any arrange- 
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meiit in writing set forth by ietlors or nieinoraiida or ex¬ 
change of letters, or anything of tliat sort? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I assume there is no objection 
to that, is there, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: Well, I didn't intend to go into it any fur¬ 
ther, 1 will if counsel wants me to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It doesn’t make anv differ- 

♦ 

eiice, suppose you go aliead and have it all cleared up. 
Mr, Broun: I just wanted it cleared up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any arrangement at 
all, you say for a year— 

The Witness: Yes. 

Ti*ial Examiner Bloom: Any letter or memoranda or 
writing of any kind? 

The Witness: The committee that made ar- 

14901 rangements for the room had wi'itiiig on it, letters 
back and forth between them and the management 

for the room. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Wliere are those letters? A. That 
I don't know, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Have you any iilea ? A. Proi)abIv in the keeping of 
the se(*r(‘tary of the committee. 

Q. Are tliey in tiiis i-oon.? A. No. I don't think so. 
y. Now, you reHM’i'ed, I ladicvc. it was in r<.‘S|)onse to 
a (iueslion l)y Mr. B!(tom to a meeting in the maclilne sho]> 
to discuss general wage Increases: now, at that time could 
you tell Us how many turns were woi'king in the voting 
division that you represented at iht* time? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that isn't clear to 
me, does Mr. Rose nu‘an at the tinu* tlie meeting was held, 
or on the* day or during the period? 

Mr. Rose: During the period, take that week, foi* ex¬ 
ample, the week of that meeting. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How many turns were working in 
the plant during that week? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examinei*— 

Mr. Ros(‘: And I am refeiu'ing to youi- voting division, 
voting division you rei)rt*sented. 

Mr. Broun: That tpiestion is much too bi-oad, 

14902 this is a big phuit. As a mattei* of fact, tliere is 
a sign up here at the i-aiiroa<I train, 1 noticed this 
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inoniing:, “Next S Miles, Bethlehem Steel Company.” 
Now, I don’t know— 

Mr. Kose: I said 1 was referring to his voting divi¬ 
sion. 

Mr. Broun: You said the plant, though. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He changed it. 

Mr. Broun; As I understood— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He changed the question to 
to refer to voting division. 

Mr. Broun: AVell, now, suppose, let’s say there was 
three turns, is he talking about seven times three and 
should the answer be twenty-one, or— 

Mr. Rose: Counsel knows what I am talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Why seven times three? 

Mr. Bi*oun: Seven turns a week. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t say every day during the week. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said any day, any time 
during that period. 

Mr. Broun: I misunderstood you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; All right, rephrase it. The 
witness has probably forgotten the (luestion. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) At the time that meeting was 
149().*> h(‘hl, take a period of a week, tin* week in which 
that meeting was held, how many turns were work¬ 
ing in your voting division; in othei' words, was Ihei'e om* 
turn, two turns, or three turns? 

Mr. Broun; Which week, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Rose: Daily. 

Mr. Broun: For a dav, or what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, take the day of the meet¬ 
ing, that is the simplest thing, then you won't have this 
question of whether it was the week or the day, take the 
day of the meeting, how many turns wei*e working in your 
voting division ? 

The Witness; Two, and there may have been an odd, 
a few odd men, working on tlie thii-d turn, I think, if I 
understood vou correctlv. You mean dailv turns? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you and Mr. Amann represent 
the same voting division at that time? A. Yes. 

Q. About how many men weix* there in your voting di¬ 
vision? A. ('ll!, I would say between 450 to 500. 
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Q. Now, after the itieetiiiji; of tlie General Body, I tliink 
on June 11, 1937, was there another meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body during the same month? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About when did that take place? 

14904 ^Ii. Broun: Mr. Examiner, T object to that as 
impi’oper recross-examination. 

^Ir. Rose: 1 tliink I have a right to go Into it, counsel 
has gone fui*t!ier into the Plan and the meeting room. 

]\rr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, i had nothing whatsoever 
to say about the June 11th meeting on redirect examina¬ 
tion. Mr. Rose had his chance to go into matters on cross- 
examination. 

Mr. Rose: 'Well, it is simply— 

Mr. Broun: If cross-examination is to be in six or 
seven bites, T don’t know when we will be througli. 

Mr. Rose: 1 will be tiirougli very soon, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner i^loom: I will h‘t !iim auswin-. 

Mr. Jones: I join in the o()jection for the same rea¬ 
sons. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tie may answer. 

The "Witm'ss: The Iatt(M- pai't of the month, regulai* 
General Body meetings are scheduled on the card that you 
have there. 

Mr. Broun: By “tiu' card", I assume that the witness 
is refei’ring to Board's Exhibit 10, 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Board’s Exhibit 10, is that 
right, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Jones: That’s right. 

14905 .Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By .Mr. Rose) Was thei*e a meeting on June 
21st, do you i*ecall? Yes, I beli(*ve there was one on 
June 21st, that is Monday, isn’t it? 

Mr. Jones: .Mr. Examiner. Iiy tliat (piestion, do(‘s he 
mean regular meeting? Tlie wltiu'ss has testified that 
there was a regular meeting that month. Xow, is he re¬ 
ferring to that regular meeting; 

Trial Pjxaminer Bloom: Why, I assume that this pres¬ 
ent discussion has to do with the regulai* meeting because 
the witness said that it was the regular meeting. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is your (luestion dii'ected as 
to whether or not that was the date of the regular meet- 
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Mr. Rose: I haven’t mentioned any date. He men¬ 
tioned a date at the end of the month and it was sufficient 
to indicate that would be a regular meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: Xow I have asked whether there was a 
meeting on June 21si and the witness said “yes”. 

Mr. Jones: ^Ly question is, is he referring to the regu¬ 
lar meeting, was it on June 21st, o?- was thei-e another meet¬ 
ing on June 21st? 

1490G Rose: Woll, that is my next question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) AVas the meeting on June 21st a 
special meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun; Is there any testimony it was on June 
21st, as I undei’stood, it was merely that thei-e was a 
meeting scheduled for June 21st but 1 don’t know if it 
was lield. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was the meeting held on June 
21st? 

The Witness: i said, was that a Mondav? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Has anyl^ody got a calendar 
foi* M7.' Ml*. Moore, would you tell us? 

Mr. Aloorc: Monday was June 21st. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All i*ight. 

Mr. Mooi*e: Or June 21st was on a Monday, that is a 
better way to state it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we will take it either 
way, I think it comes to the same thing. 

Well, now, what is the answer in the light of Mr. 
Moore’s calendar? 

The Witness; Yes. sir, that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then there was a meet- 
14907 ing on the 2ist? 

The Witness: That's right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Xow, did— 

Trial Exandner Bloom: AVait a minute, we still don't 
know if that was a ivgular oi- s})ecial meeting? 

The AVitness: Special meeting, I understand. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) (’ould you tell us on what date the 
regulai* meeting you referr(‘d to was lield in June, 1937, 

and T refer vou to Board's p]xhil)it 10, 

♦ 
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(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 10, was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. June 28th. 

Q. Now, with reference to the special meeting on June 
21, 1937, did any— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, now here we could go on 
something that has not been mentioned at ail, it is en¬ 
tirely improper recross-exaraination. 

Mr. Rose: They had a meeting on June 11th— 

Mr. Broun: Can I finish my statement, please? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, certainly, I am sorry. 

Mr. Broun: If you intend to permit this, I desire to 
have a general objection to the entire line. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Well, the objection may be 
noted. I mean, I might say, however, that I have per¬ 
mitted frequently on redirect examination matters 
14908 that you thought you hadn’t quite touched on on 
direct. I am not going to permit a long examina¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Broun: Well, 1 merely wanted the record to be 
clear on that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As far as I recall, there has 
been no objection to any of that type of procedure, and 
as long as it doesnH: go too long I will permit a certain 
line of re-examination. 

Mr. Jones: May an exception be noted on behalf of the 
Plan? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; An exception may be noted. 
Will you read the pending question? 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Might I, Mr. Examiner, have the question 
with reference to the date on which the special n^eeting 
was held or scheduled, I don’t know which it was? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The special meeting there, Mr. 
Williams told us, was on June 21st. 

Mr. Broun: I am talking about the regular meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The regular meeting was June 
28th. 
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Mr. Broun: Was the question whether it was on June 
28th or scheduled? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did any representative of the 

14909 management come into that meeting during any 
time that the meeting was in progress? A. By in¬ 
vitation, yes, they did. 

Mr. Broun: This, Mr. Examiner, as I understand it, is 
the 21st? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was that Mr. Evans? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that question assumes 
a particular individual, doesn’t it, and the witness has said 
representatives. 

Mr. Rose: No, he said a representative. 

Mr. Broun: A representative? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it singular or plural, did 
you say representatives? 

14910 The Witness: I understood Mr. Rose to ask me 
“Did a representative of the management come 

in,” and I answered by saying “Yes.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

Mr. Broun: I misunderstood what Mr. Rose said. 

The Witness: I didn’t confine it to any particular one. 
Q. (By Mr. Rose) Then I asked you if Mr. Evans came 
into that meeting? A. Yes, Mr. Evans came into that 
meeting. 

Q. Did any other representative of the management 
come in to the meeting? A. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough. 
Q. Did Mr. Evans speak at this meeting? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did Mr. Ellicott? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did Mr. Hough also speak at the meeting? A. Yes, 
sir, I think he did. 

Q. Now at that meeting was there a committee of seven 
men appointed or elected? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were they appointed or elected? A. They were ap¬ 
pointed. 

Q. And who appointed them? A. I did. 

14911 Q. What committee was that? A. That was a 
special committee which was appointed upon mo¬ 
tion of the General Body. 

Q. For what purpose was that committee appointed? 
A. To see what could be done to get the plant opened 
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again, that was (luring the time that the plant was pad¬ 
locked by Governor Earle. 

Q. Was that eoiuuiittee ajjpoinled to cooperate with and 
assist the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee? A. That 
wasn’t my understanding of it, Mr. Rose. 

Q. Have you given us your understanding? A. 1 beg 
your pardon? 

Q. Have you given us your understanding of the pur¬ 
pose of appointing the committee? A. I think I have. 

Q. Xow was the moiion i'or the appointment of the com- 
initee made after Messrs. Evans, Kiiicott and Hough left 
the meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And what were the names of the men that you ap¬ 
pointed on that committee? A. William Strange, 
14912 Coiumers, Curtis Commers, Gordon Ross, myself, 
Arthur Hose, Nelson Keller; is that seven? 

Mr. Jones: Six. 

Tlie Witness; Donald Leber. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is that the Donald Leber you have 
referred to in your prior testimony? A. Yes, Mr. Rose, it 
is. 


Q. What work did this committee do, if any? A. What 
do you mean by work? 

Q. Well, you stated the committee was appointed for a 
purpose; now in line with that purpose, I would like to 
know what the committee did, if they did anything? 

Mr. Broun: You mean what action it took, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 


Mr. Rose: Yes, that’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: They had a— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Is that clear to you now? 
The Witness: They had a meeting with Mr. Campbell, 
that is Lawrence Campbell, and talked over what would be 
the proper steps to try to show that the Plant should be 
permitted to operate and not be padlocked, shut. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where was that meeting held? A. 
In the office of Mr. Lawrence C’ampbell. 

Q. In the Swank Building? A. That’s right. 

14913 Q. Do you recall whether it was in the offices of 
the Chamber of Commerce? A. I believe that’s cor¬ 


rect. 
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Q. Was any decision reached at that meeting as to what 
should be done? A. No, no decision. 

Q. Was there any subsequent meeting of that commit¬ 
tee with Mr. Campbell? A. Yes, the next morning. 

Q. Was it held at the same place? A. Yes. 

Q. And at that meeting was a decision made as to what 
should be done? A. No, a decision wasn’t arrived at, it 
was decided, though, that they should step up and at¬ 
tempt to do something, in other words, it was pretty near 
decided that they should have petitions put out. 

Q. What petitions do you refer to? A. Asking for the 
plant to be reopened. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the ques¬ 
tion was improper, Mr. Rose said, “what petitions” and 
the witness hadn’t referred to any specific petitions, as I 
understood it, be said a decision was practically arrived at 
that a petition should be— 

14914 Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think it is clear. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I wanted— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, tell us, Mr. Williams, just what 
these petitions were. A. I have told you as much 
as I had any connection with those petitions already. 

Q. Were these petitions the petitions that were circu¬ 
lated, signed, by various men asking that the plant be 
opened so that they could go back to work? A. There 
was none drawm up there at that meeting, I would say, 
it was just talked about. 

Mr. Broun: The witness has cleared up the objection. 
I was going to make an objection, because he has indi¬ 
cated that at that meeting they hadn’t been drawn up or 
weren’t drawn up, but that is cleared up. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, was that the kind of petition 
that was talked about? A. Something of that line, nature, 
yes. 

Q. Now at this meeting was anyone else present aside 
from the members of your committee and Mr. Campbell? 

Mr. Broun: Now, which meeting is he talking about, 
Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Rose: Talking about the second one. 

The Witness: A girl stenographer was there in 

14915 the office. 

Mr. Broun: What did the witness say? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: A girl stenographer was in 
the office, is that what you said? 

The Witness: Yes, girl stenographer in the office. 

Mr. Broun: As far as it has been showTi it hasn't been 
shown that the full committee was present at either meet¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Rose: I didn’t say the full committee. 

Mr. Broun: Well, you said besides the members of 
the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let’s find out if the com¬ 
mittee was present. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, at the second meeting was the 
full committee present? A. No. 

Q, Were some of the members present? A, Yes. 

Q. Now, what I want to know, Mr. Williams, is in ad¬ 
dition to the employees’ representatives who were pres¬ 
ent and Mr. Campbell, who else was present; you have 
mentioned a girl stenographer, would you continue, 
please? A. I don’t recall of anybody else at that meet¬ 
ing, Mr. Rose, nobody that I know of. 

14916 Mr. Broun: You didn’t get your question an¬ 
swered, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that? 

Mr. Broun: You said let’s find out who was at the 
meeting, what members of the committee. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I meant to find out 
whether or not all of the members were or were not pres¬ 
ent at the meeting, and as I understand the present ques¬ 
tion, the present status, is that not all of the members 
were present at the second meeting; do you know the 
names of those who were present, Mr. Williams, and you 
might give them to us. 

The Witness: I did name them once there. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I mean the ones that were 
present at the meeting? Is that what you have in mind, 
Mr, Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, Mr. Examiner. 

The Witness: Mr. Campbell and the group I named 
with the exception of Strange, that is all, Strange. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, was there another meeting of 
this committee? A. I don’t know that, Mr. Rose. 


BETH« STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7415 


Q. Do you know whether there was another meeting of 
that committee with Mr. Campbell? A. No, not that I 
know of, no, not that committee, no, no, sir. 

14917 Q. Was there any other committee appointed at 
the meeting of the General Body during the months 
of June and July for the same purpose you have men¬ 
tioned? A. No. 

Q. Of course, I don’t refer to the June 21st meeting, A. 
No, no. 

Mr. Rose: I just need a few minutes, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. We will ad¬ 
journ at this time until two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:55 o’clock p. m,, a recess was taken 
to 2:00 o’clock p. m.) 

14922 After Recess 

(Whereupon the hearing was resumed pursuant to re¬ 
cess at two o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. Mr. Rose. 

Mr. Rose; All right. 

Recross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, this morning, in re¬ 
sponse to a question of Mr. Broun’s, you said Gordon Ross 
was elected treasurer; is that correct? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did anybody tell you that between 
the time you left the witness chair here on Friday and the 
time you returned this morning? A. No. 

Q. During the same period of time, did you ascertain 
that information by looking at any record or writing or 
notes of any kind? A. No. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I do not understand those 
questions. My recollection is that the witness answered 
that Gordon Ross was elected treasurer or had been 

14923 elected treasurer on direct examination. 

Mr, Rose: I have a right to ask these questions. 

Mr. Broun: You have a right to ask any question, of 
course, but I say the questions are meaningless and have 
nothing to do with the redirect, and I object to them. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think that they are, if counsel will 
read the record— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is nothing pending 
now. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Just a second, Mr. Examiner. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Williams, you in answer to one 
of Mr. Rose’s questions just before the lunch recess, said 
that the purpose of the committee which was appointed at 
the June 21st meeting was to see what could be done to get 
the plant open because it had been padlocked by the Gov¬ 
ernor. Were you referring to the closing of the plant 
under so-called martial law? A. That is right. 

Q. Prior to the meeting on the 21st, which was 

14924 Monday, had there been any newspaper statements 
with respect to the possibility or probability that the 

plant would be closed? A. Yes. I believe there was, on 
iViday of the week before, I think the papers carried an 
article to that etfect. 

Q. When had you yourself first heard any rumor, if it 
was a rumor, or anything about the possibility of the plant 
being closed by the Governor? A. Friday afternoon, in 
the mill. 

Q. Did you or any other employees, in so far as you 
know, do anything, or take any action with respect to that 
inimorf A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That w’as on Friday afternoon, you say? A. No, not 
on Friday afternoon; not until Saturday morning. 

Q. Saturday morning? A. Saturday morning we did, 
yes. 
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Q. What was done? A. Well, we attempted to get up a 
petition in the mill asking that it be kept open, and the— 
and demanding protection from our local, State and Na¬ 
tional officials of government. 

Q. Who drafted the language of this petition you re¬ 
ferred to? A. I did. 

14925 Q. Were you the onlv person that circulated— 
A. No. 

Q. —or attempted to get any signers to such a petition? 
A. No. 

Q. Others did also ? A. Some of the others did; yes, sir. 
It was just getting started right whenever we were locked 
out of the plant. 

Q. You mean that more than one copy of the petition had 
been in the plant before the plant was closed? A. That is 
right, sir. Yes, sir; and then the plant at that time, the 
men were asking, talking about it, and wanted to know 
what could be done. We felt, in our minds, that would be 
the only thing that could be done. 

Q. You say, “We felt, in our minds.” Who else were 
you referring to? A. The men, the working men, among 
ourselves. 

Q. The working men generally? A. That is right. 

Q. Have you any idea how many men signed the petition 
such as you described before the plant was closed under 
so-called martial law? 

Mr. Rose: I do not think this witness has been qualified 
to testify a concerning that, Mr. Examiner. 

14926 Mr. Broun: I did not hear what Mr. Rose said. 
May I have it again? 

Mr. Rose: I said I do not think the witness has been 
qualified to testify concerning that, to give any estimate of 
that. 

Mr. Broun: He said, Mr. Examiner, he had drafted the 
petition himself; the petitions he knew were passed around 
before the mill was closed. I do not see the basis of Mr. 
Rose’s statement at all. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What I mean is, signed, Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, any time before the meeting on Monday morning, 
the special meeting you described? A. About 3,500. 

Q. Was that petition addressed to the company? A. No, 
sir. 
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Q. Did any person yon knew was, or thought was a rep¬ 
resentative of the company, or given to any representative 
of the company? A. No, not that I know of. It had noth¬ 
ing to do with them. 

Q. Did any person you know was, or thought was a rep¬ 
resentative of the company, or acting in a supervisory ca¬ 
pacity, order you to prepare this petition and to pass it 
around and get signers? A. They did not. 

14927 Q. Did any one suggest that you do that? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did any such person advise you to do that? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did any such person request you to do that? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Did you know before the meeting of the General Body, 
the special meeting on the 21st, what the company had 
done to prevent the plant from being closed? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain it as to form, 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it only takes a yes or no an¬ 
swer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Broun: It only takes a yes or no answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, but I just want to know 
who is testifying. You say, what action the company did 
to prevent. 

Mr. Broun: I said, do you know? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you know what action the 
company took to prevent the plant from being closed. 

Mr. Broun: Oh. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, Mr. Williams, before 

14928 the meeting on the 21st of the General Body, the 
special meeting you have been talking about, did 

you know whether or not the company had taken any ac¬ 
tion to prevent the plant from being closed? A. What do 
you mean by taking any action? 

Q. Weil, what I want to know is, whether before that 
meeting you knew whether the representatives of fhe com¬ 
pany had held any conferences or made any statement or 
made any specific effort to prevent the Governor from is¬ 
suing an order requiring that the plant be closed? 
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Mr. Rose: That is the same question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. Answer it. 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mean, you did not know? A. I 
mean, I did not know. That is right. 

Q. Before the meeting? A. That is right. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans or Mr. Ellicott at the special meeting 
on the 21st state whether or not the company had done any¬ 
thing, or state what the company had done, to prevent the 
closing of the plant? A. Yes. They talked about it, but 
I believe it was stated there that they were utterly help¬ 
less. 

Q. Utterly helpless? A. Positively. They could not do 
anything. The Governor ordered them closed. 

14929 That was the end of it. 

Q, Did they say they tried to prevent it? A. Did 
they say they would try to prevent it? 

Q. Had tried to prevent it? By that, did they say they 
had done everything they could? A. Yes, I think they said 
they had done everything they could. Yes, a statement 
like that. 

Q. Well, do you remember, Mr. Williams, the substance 
of what Mr. Evans or what Mr. Evans, Mr. Ellicott and 
Mr. Hough said at the meeting? A. In general, I believe 
that they had stated that there was to be a conference held 
with some of the State officials. I do not remember much 
more of it, 

Q. But you do remember, as you just told us, that they 
said they had done everything they could, and that they 
were utterly helpless? A. Yes, that they had done every¬ 
thing they could and they were utterly helpless. 

Q. You said, Mr. Williams, that this committee of seven 
which you referred to that was appointed, as I understand 
it, or elected at that meeting, was on a motion by the Gen¬ 
eral Body; that was a motion adopted, that there should 
be a committee of seven? A. That is right, 

Q. You also said, in answer to Mr. Rose’s ques- 

14930 tion, that that was done after Mr. Evans, Mr. Elli¬ 
cott and Mr. Hough left the meeting? A. That is 

right. 

Q, Did either Mr. Evans or Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Hough 
order the General Body to pass such a motion? A. They 
had nothing to do it whatsoever. 
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Q. Did not request it or suggest it? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or advise it? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said they had nothing to do 
with it whatsoever. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

14931 Q. Mr. Williams, referring again to the payment 
of rent for the meeting room and the office of the 

Plan, you indicated I believe that it was paid by check? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Does thinking of that fact refresh your memory in 
any way, and do you know to whom the check was payable? 
What you had said on Mr. Rose’s examination, I believe, 
and perhaps on my redirect, was that you thought the rent 
was paid to Bethlehem Steel Company; was the check, do 
you know, made payable to Bethlehem Steel Company? 
A. No, it was B. W. Picking. 

Q. That’s a man’s name, is it? A. Yes, that’s a man’s 
name, this check was made out to. 

Q. Do you know how to spell it? A. P-i-c-k-i-ii-g. 

Q. Is he an official or a representative of the Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Yes, I think so. 

Q. Is he attached here? A. I think that is the title, I am 
pretty sure. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I have no further questions, 
it seems to me before the witness is excused the exhibits 
should be marked. 

Mr. Jones: I agree with that, I have them all here 

14932 in such shape that they could be marked in a very 
few minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought you were going to 
mark them during recess this morning? 

Mr. Jones: We were, but there was a cross-up, I came 
upstairs ten minutes early, and Mr. Rose was downstairs 
waiting for me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s have them, I will do it 
right now. If counsel want to go over this we can do it 
real fast, I am sure. 

Mr. Rose: I have just one or two questions if Mr. Jones 
hasn’t anything further. 

Mr. Broun: I am sorry. I thought you were through. 
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Recross Examination 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Williams, in response to the last 
few questions of Mr. Broun, you referred to this petition 
that was circulated in the plant. A. Yes. 

Q. And which you said you drafted? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness didn’t say it was 
circulated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That witness didn’t say it was 
circulated in the plant, he said there were about thirty-five 
hundred signatures on it, but he didn’t say where 

14933 it was circulated. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you know where it was 
circulated? A. Yes, in the plant. 

Q. I believe you testified that you drafted that petition, is 
that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, where did you draft that petition? A. In the 
plant down where I work. 

Q. Did you typewrite it? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Was it typewritten? A. Some of them were and some 
weren’t. 

Q. Now, do you recall whether you typewrote more than 
one copy? A. Yes, about four, personally, I had about four 
personally myself that was typewritten, yes. 

Q, Were any others typewritten that you know of? A. 
There may have been, Mr. Rose, I am not sure of that. 

Q. Did you personally typewrite some of those petitions? 
A. No, I didn’t personally do it. 

Q. Well, who did it, do you know? A. I asked the clerk 
to do it. 

Q. What clerk? A. Down in the boiler shop office. 

14934 Q. What’s his name? A. Olick. 

Q. Where in the plant did you draft the petition? 
A. Out in the shop, I wrote it down in pencil. 

Q. In whose office did Mr. Olick work? A, Boiler shop 
office. 

Q. Well, whose office is that? A. That is the foreman’s 
office in the boiler shop. 

Q. During the month of June, and aside from the period 
when the plant was closed as a result of the Governor’s or¬ 
ders, did you work? A. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Broun: Wliat was that question again? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: I assume Mr. Rose means for Bethlehem 
Steel Company? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, of course, I was referring, Mr. 'Williams, 
of course to June, 1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You so understood me? A. Yes, I so 
understood you. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun: Nothing else, Mr. Examiner. 

14935 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: Nothing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, Mr. Williams; 
thank you. You just wait here for a few moments until we 
check. 

The Witness: Yes, I will wait here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Suppose we take about a five- 
minute recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: My understanding is, Mr. Examiner, that 
all of the exhibits have been checked by counsel, and that 
the reporter has those which were marked only for identi¬ 
fication and has stamped those which were received, photo¬ 
stats, as agreed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that is correct. Then 
there are no further questions of Mr. Williams? 

Mr. Broun: No further questions from me, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones? 

Mr. Jones: No. 

Mr. Broun: Subject, of course, Mr. Examiner, to the ar¬ 
rangement we had. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Then you are excused, 
Mr. Williams, and thank you very much. I hope we 

14936 haven’t tired you out too much. 

The Witness: Thank you, Mr. Bloom. 
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(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you call your next wit¬ 
ness, please? 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Dudash. 

John Dudash a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and testi¬ 
fied as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How do you spell your name, Mr. 
Dudash ? A. D-u-d-a-s-h. 

Q. What is your first name? A. John. 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Dudash? A. 491 Sheridan 
Street. 

Q. Johnstown? A. Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Dudash? A. At the 
present time I was pushing out, and previous to that I was 
a heater. 

Q. What is that? A. Pushing out from the furnace, 
pusher, otherwise, pusher. 

Mr. Rose: Push out? 

The Witness: Pusher, p-u-s-h-e-r, pusher. 

14937 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where do you work, what 
mill? A. 14". 

Q. Gautier? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That’s the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany, is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long were you a heater, Mr. Dudash? A. Well, 
back up above on my regular position, been down there 
about eighteen years or better. 

Q. Where was your regular position? A. At the 9"3 
Mill. 

Q. Is that Gautier? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, what did you do as a heater? A. Well, I— 

Q. Just tell us briefly. A. Well, it was my duty, I was 
responsible for the furnace and the steel in the furnace. It 
was my duty to see that the steel was heated according to 
specification and grade of steel. 

Q. What sort of furnace was it? A. Well, it is a regular 
heating furnace, 30 foot wires go in, 172 billets goes in the 
furnace, and my duty was to see that the steel was heated 
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properly and it is heated uniform and also not to bum 

14938 different grades of steel, just what it requires, dif¬ 
ferent grades of steel requires different heat tem¬ 
peratures. 

Q. Well, what are your duties at the present time? A. At 
the present time I am pushing out, push steel out of the 
furnace. 

Q. Just how do you do that? A. Well, I am at the back 
end of the furnace. The man out front calls for a billet, 
by a signal, a light, that is when the mill wants a bar.. He 
signals to me and I have got a machine back there operated 
with two controllers. 1 operate them controllers and there 
is a bar thirty foot long in between two rollers; it has a 
stand and a big motor that takes it in and out. Every time 
he signals for a billet I give him one, that is providing 
when the mill is rolling, 

Q. Then from the— A. From the furnace it goes on 
down through the mill to the hard bed down to the shears, 
and finished up. 

Q. Were you an employees’ representative in October, 
1935? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hold any ofiSce under the Plan at that time? 
A. I did. 

Q. What were you at that time? A. Secretary of 

14939 the General Body. 

Q. Could you tell us what your duties were as sec¬ 
retary of the General Body? A. You mean— 

Q. At that time? A. You mean explain it? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, my duties as secretary of the General 
Body—do you want me to go at it previous to the time I 
have been serving— 

Q. Well, when were you secretary, in 1935— A. ’34 and 
’35, etcetera, do you want the whole procedure? 

Q. Well, did your duties differ from one time to an¬ 
other? A. Well, for the period here—^well, for the Board 
and you gentlemen here, I think it would be right from ’34 
to follow right out in the procedure, my duties and along 
that line. 

Q. All right, do that for us, what did you do at meetings, 
first? A. Well, wait just a second, please. 

Q. All right. A. Till I get this started. In 1934 when 
the Body organized I was elected secretary of the General 
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Body and I then after was elected by the Body, the Body 
called for nominations for chairman, and after the 

14940 chairman had been elected someone at the Body, a 
member of the Body, made a motion that the secre¬ 
tary of the General Body needs an assistant. There was a 
motion made and seconded, passed, accepted it unani¬ 
mously and then word went out to get a clerk to assist me 
in my work, and that was Mr. Robert Fisher, who was sent 
up, and after that was settled that motion and vote, why, 
}ny duties started in. My duty was to call the roll-call. 

Q. Now, just what do you mean by that? A. When I got 
up, the meeting came to order. The members of the Body, 
their names—it was my duty to call the roll-call on the 
members, who was present and who was not. That was my 
duty. 

14941 Q. That was from March, 1934—on! A. On up 
till 1937; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rose: To when? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 1937. 

The Witness: That same procedure followed year in 
and year out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you say 1937? 

The Witness: Up to 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ThaUs right. 

The Witness: Shall I proceed? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, now, what years were you sec¬ 
retary! You were secretary, as I understand it, 1934 and 
1935? A. 1934,1935,1936—until 1937, March, 1937. 

Q. That is, two years? A. 1934, 1935, 1936, if I am cor¬ 
rect on that. 

Q. Then, as 1 understand it, you were secretary contin¬ 
uously from March, 1934 to March, 1937? A. That’s right. 

Q. While you were at the meeting, did you do anything 
else beside call the roll? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Mliat else did you do? A. Well, the next step was— 
my duty before the meeting came to order was to pass out 
all the minutes from all committees, from No. 1 

14942 down to 5, to each secretary of the committee; and 
after the minutes were read, approved, to be put on 

file by the committee. I collected the minutes back in my 
possession of all secretaries* from any committees, the va- 
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rious coniniittees. It was iny duty to see that they were 
signed. 

Q. Did you have any duty in connection with any voting 
that may have been done at the General Body meeting? A. 
I will bring that in as I go along. 

Q. All right. A. When a motion was made before the 
Body for roll-call vote, it was my duty to call the names as 
a roll-call vote, for the vote that was before the Body. A 
fellow, Amann is his name, was first. He voted “yes.” I 
put “yes” back of his name, the next fellow “no,” and I 
checked. After I was done with the full roll-call, I tallied 
what way the vote went, whether it was in favor of the mo¬ 
tion or not. That was my duty. 

Q. Well, did you do anything else at the meetings beside 
that? A. I took various notes of different important 
things. 

Q. Such as what? A. Such as times when there is a body 
of men like that. They are very fast sometimes, and some¬ 
times you ought to have three secretaries to keep track of 
them. 

14943 Q. Just what did you make notes of? A. Individ¬ 
ual motions, seconds, see if there was'any correc¬ 
tions, or keep the chairman’s mind fresh on things, refresh 
his mind; and also took care of their time cards; see that 
they were checked properly, and also I notified all commit¬ 
tees for standing meetings or joint meetings. 

It was my duty to get in touch with every member. I 
had to get in touch, get in contact with every member, or if 
he could not come, I had to get an alternate to fill in, to be 
sure that the committee had a full body. 

Q. Now, you say that in 1934, Robert Fisher used to be 
at the meetings? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Just what did he do? A. He helped me to take the 
minutes down, assisting me. He was my helper. 

Q. How long did he continue to do that? A. Until 1936, 
some time around November, Mr. Fisher, he was advanced 
to another position, investigator, and then after Mr. Fisher 
had left the clerk job from the office, Mr. Brant was sent 
in his place, Willard Brant. 

Q. And did Willard Brant continue to stay there until 
you ceased to be secretary? A. Well, he was there, yes. I 
left in 1937, the last meeting I attended. 
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14944 Q. That was in what month? A. February, 1937. 
I think that is when we winded up. 

Q. Well, now, did you ever have any occasion to see 
either Mr. Fisher or Mr. Brant within a short time after 
the General Body meetings? A. Oh, after the Body, the 
following day, yes. 

Q. Was any one else with you at any time? A. No. I al¬ 
ways arranged it according to my working hours. If I 
was on the day, seven to three, I went in the afternoon, and 
three to eleven, I went in in the morning to check on the 
motions, to see if I have them all correct. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the statement as a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stay in. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you use to do anything yourself 
in doing that work? A. In what way? 

Q. That is, checking? A. I helped to check Mr. Fisher 
right at the typewriter. 

Q. Did you have any papers with you? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. What did you have? A. Oh, I made notes of various 
things, to see if his notes were according with mine. 

14945 Q. Well, after this would happen, when would you 
next see the minutes? A. After Mr. Fisher had had 

them typewritten. 

Q. Yes. A. And we check on it, and after it was mailed 
to me, I would check again and read it carefully, if every 
procedure, as we went through the meeting, was correct. 

Q. In what form were the minutes when you received 
them through the mail? A. What form? 

Q. Typewritten or mimeographed? A. Mimeo- 

14946 graphed. 

Q. How many copies did you customarily receive? 
A. Two copies. 

Q. What, if anything, did you do? A. Posted one up on 
the bulletin board, and kept one in my possession, in my 
book. 

Q. I believe you said you took certain minutes in to the 
General Body meetings, that is, minutes of committees; is 
that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. Where were those minutes at that time kept, if there 
was not a General Body meeting or any meeting going on? 
A. In the vault in Mr. Roberts^ office. 
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Q. How did that get from the vault in Mr. Roberts’ office 
into the General Body meeting? A. I would go in for them 
and bring them out. 

O. And what did you do with them after the meeting was 
over? A. I would bring them back in. 

Q, Was the procedure you have outlined in the matter 
of minutes the same when Mr. Fisher used to assist you 
as it was when Mr. Brant used to assist you? Was there 
any difference ? A. Same procedure. 

Q. Well, I think you have told us, Mr. Dudash, that you 
took the minutes of the Standing Committees into 

14947 the General Body meeting, that is, you took them 
from the vault at Mr. Roberts’ office into the meet¬ 
ing, and after the meeting was over, you returned them to 
the vault. I think you mentioned all the Standing Commit¬ 
tee meetings. Were any other minutes included? A. All 
minutes. 

Q. Including General Body? A. General Body and all 
committee minutes. 

Q. I think you told us action was taken with reference to 
^Ir. Fisher in the month of March, 1934. Was there any 
action taken with respect to having someone assist you in 
the month of March, 1935? A. The same procedure. 

Q. How about the month of March, 1936? A. The same 
procedure. 

Q. Mr. Dudash, I show you Respondents’ Exhibit No. 
179 and ask you to read it over carefully and tell us 
whether you have ever seen it before ? Have you ever seen 
that letter before? A. Yes. 

Q. Where did you first see it? A. Well, when I first re¬ 
ceived it, during 1935, October. 

14948 Q. Do you remember the date? A. Well, I do 
not reinember the exact date, but I received the 

letter in October. It was dated October 7th in the mail, 
but I do not remember the exact date of receiving the 
mail. 

Q. That is, 1935? A. 1935, yes. 1935, in October. 

Q. Was the letter in an envelope? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Sealed or opened? A. Sealed. 

Q. How was it addressed? Do you remember? A. It 
was addressed to Johnstown, It was addressed to the 
General Office, the heading, General Office, Bethlehem 
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Steel, to the secretary of the General Body, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania. 

Q. Where were you when you first saw it? A. Where 
was I when I first saw it? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I was at work, 

Q. I mean, when you first actually saw the letter, A. At 
the office. I got a ’phone call there was mail for me at the 
office. When I was going home I walked into Mr. Roberts’ 
office and picked the mail up and came out. 

14949 Q. Was anybody there? A. There was no one 
there at the present when I picked the mail off his 

desk. I do not know if there were or not, then I came 
downstairs and opened the mail and read the heading of 
it and what was in it, and I immediately called Mr. Vick- 
roy—he was the chairman at the time—Dave Vickroy. 

Q. Will you spell his name? A. V-i-c-k— 

Q. R-o-y? A. R-o-y—^V-i-c-k-r-o-y, and I told Dave I 
received the letter from the secretary down there, and he 
had a proposition to bring up before the Body, so Vickroy 
came down to the office. I met him outside. He read the 
letter. 

After he was done reading it I called Mr. 'Williams who 
was chairman of the No. 1 Committee. He had come down. 
He read the letter. I gave it to him in his possession. He 
said he would see what he could do on it, and call a special 
meeting of the No. 1 Standing Committee on Rules, which 
it occurred, I don’t just recall the day when the ineeting 
was called, and that No. 1 Committee on Rules had brought 
up a resolution in behalf of John G, Ramsay’s letter, and 
the following General Body meeting when the meeting 
came to order, I read the letter to the Body and after it 
was read to the Body I think Mr, Williams stated 

14950 that they have reply in behalf of Mr. Ramsay’s let¬ 
ter in the form of a resolution which—then, of course, 

the secretary of No. 1 Committee had read to the Body. 

I don’t recall the resolution of any sort, how it was read 
or worded, and then it went to a debate, discussed the mat¬ 
ter, and after we were wound up on it it was voted down; 
and after it was voted down— 

Q. What was voted down? A. This letter; we would not 
go along with this proposition. 
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Q. The propostion of what? A. In Mr. Ramsay’s letter. 
It was voted down. 

Q. The resolution was passed? A. No, this— 

Q. The resolution was passed, wasn’t it? A. It was 
passed, and they discussed this matter. Then, after the 
resolution was read and everybody had a diiferent idea 
about conditions of living, and all that was brought up, but 
I I cannot recall those questions, and anyhow I was instructed 
by the Body to reply back to Mr. John G. Ramsay, that we 
could not go along with his proposition, and that we were 
not interested in the whole affair, and the following day I 
had wrote a few lines to Mr. Ramsay that we were not in¬ 
terested in his proposition, and that we could not 

14951 go on. 

Mr. Ford: Will you mark this, please? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 184 for Identification.) 

14952 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Dudash, I show you 
Respondents’ Exhibit 184 for Identification and ask 

you what that paper is? A. That’s right. 

Q. What is that paper, Mr. Dudash? A. That is the an¬ 
swer I had sent to Mr. Ramsay. 

Q. Well, now, is this the very paper you sent? A. No, it 
is not. That is a duplicate, 

Q. When was this prepared? A. The same time as the 
original paper that went in. I signed my name to the 
original that went in. 

Q. What did you do with it? A. I put it in my pocket and 
took it home. 

Q. What happened to it then? A. I put it back in my 
writing desk. 

Q. How long did it stay there? A. I think—until a few 
weeks ago. 

Q. What was done at that time with reference to it? A. 
The letter? 

Q. To that paper? A. The question arised, and I brought 
the letter up with me. I found it in my possession, in my 
writing desk. 

Q. And you gave it to counsel? A. Gave it to counsel; 
that is right. 

Q. Now, Mr. Dudash— 
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14953 Mr. Rose: May I see the paper? 

Mr. Ford: I haven’t finished questioning about it. 

Mr. Rose: Oh, excuse me. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Who composed the language in this? 
A. In that answer? 

Q. This letter, Respondents’ Exhibit 184 for Identifi¬ 
cation? A. I wrote that myself. 

Q. Did you sign the original yourself? A. I did. 

Q. And what did you do with it? A. Put it in an en¬ 
velope and mailed it, and at the Post Office here. 

Q. Did you have it addressed? A. I did. 

Q. To whom? A. John G. Ramsay. 

Q. Now, did you have any conversation with any one 
with reference to this particular matter before you mailed 
it? A. I did not. 

Q. Now, do you remember the address to which the en¬ 
velope was sent, or the address on the envelope? A. I 
cannot recall. I sent it to Bethlehem, yes. 

Q. I direct your attention, Mr. Dudash, to the upper left- 
hand corner of Respondents’ Exhibit 184 for Identi- 

14954 fication, and ask you if that refreshes your recollec¬ 
tion. A. That is it. 

Q. Will you read that, please? This is 48 East Garrison 
Street? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Dudash, can you tell us who typed the letter? A. 
Why, I don’t know the gentleman’s name—^little Jimmy 
up there, who works in the third floor, typed it. I waited 
on him till he typed the letter. 

Q. How did it happen that he typed it? A. Well, I asked 
him to. 

Q. Do you know what this man’s position is? A. He is a 
clerk. 

Q. A clerk? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ford: I offer in evidence Respondents’ Exhibit 184 
for Identification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Ford: I have already made the offer, Mr, Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume there is no objection. 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be admitted as Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 184. As I understand it, Respon- 

14955 dents’ Exhibit No. 184 is a carbon copy of Board’s 
Exhibit— 

Mr. Ford: Bethlehem Intervener’s Exhibit 17. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

(Thereupon, the document heretofore marked “Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 184 for Identification,” received in evi¬ 
dence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, Mr. Dudash, I show you Beth¬ 
lehem Intervener’s Exhibit No. 17, and ask you to tell us 
whether you have ever seen that before. 

(Bethlehem Intervener’s Exhibit No. 17 was passed to 
the witness.) 

A. Yes, sir, that is the one I signed. 

Q. That’s the original? A. That’s the original, because 
my pen stuck on me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that about the pen 
sticking? 

The Witness: Just as I made a “D”, 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In whose handwriting is the name 
John Dudash? A. That is mine. 

Q. In the lower right-hand comer of Bethlehem Inter¬ 
vener’s Exhibit 17? A. That is mine. 

Q. Now, Mr. Dudash, when you first wrote this letter, 
in what form was it, long-hand or typed? A. Long-hand. 

Q. And you gave that to the clerk, did you? A. 

14956 Yes. 

Q. And from that he prepared— A. I waited 
about ten minutes until he accomplished that. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, can’t we have the testimony 
by the witness? 

Mr. Ford: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, tell us what you did with the 
long-hand draft of the letter. A. After it was drafted I 
had brought it up to the oflSce and I asked this young fellow 
who does the typing, the clerk up there, if he would do 
me a favor and type it down. He said he would, and I 
waited outside in the hall until he accomplished writing 
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it. After he was done with it I came out and went over to 
the Post Office and I mailed it 
Q. Now, while the General Body was discussing the let¬ 
ter from Mr. Ramsay to which Respondents’ Exhibit 184 
is the answer, were any representatives of the management 
present? A. No, sir, 

Q. Mr. Evans? A. No, sir. 

Q. Or Mr. Roberts? A. No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Hough? A. No, sir. 

14957 Q. Mr. Ellicott? A. No, sir. 

Q. They weren’t? A. No, the precedure we had 
after the business of the General Body had been transacted, 
that was when an individual would make a motion to in¬ 
vite the management to come in after our business was all 
transacted. Then the members would want a report from 
the management’s standpoint on business conditions, etc. 

Q. Mr. Dudash, you tell me that it was your practice to 
take into the General Body meetings the minutes of the 
committee meetings; was anything ever done with refer¬ 
ence to these minutes in the General Body? A. It was 
always accepted as read and put on file. | 

Q. You mean the minutes were read and then accepted? ] 
A. Yes. I 

Q. After that, were they ever referred to during the j 
meetings? A. Not to my knowledge, I never heard of any- | 
body calling back on them. | 

Q. Well, did you make any use of them at all after they j 
had been approved by the General Body, were they ever | 
looked at by anybody? A. Not that I know of. | 

14958 Mr, Ford: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

We will take a brief recess, we will take about ten j 
minutes. I 

I 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro- | 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? j 

Cross-Examination | 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Dudash, how long have you been [ 
employed in the Cambria Plant? A. 28 years this monUL | 
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Q. Will you tell us how old you were when you first 
went to work? A. Sixteen. 

Q. Was that in the Cambria Plant? A. I think so, it was 
the Cambria Plant. 

Q. It was the Steel Mill? A. 1910, April, the first week 
in April, I don’t recall the date when I started, it was in 
April, the first week. 

Q. Were you secretary of the General Body at the same 
time that Mr. Williams was chairman of the General Body? 
A. Yes, the last year I was secretary with Mr. Williams, 
1936, till March, 1937. 

Q. Now, you testified that it was part of your duty to 
take care of the time cards, is that correct? A. I 

14959 saw that they all had marked their cards correctly, 
that was my duty. 

Q. At the meetings while you were secretary, were time 
cards passed out to the representatives? A. Yes, I passed 
them out. 

Q. You passed them out? A. That was my duty. 

Q. And where did you get the time cards from? A. 
They were right in the vault. 

Q. What vault? A. In Mr. Roberts’ office. 

Q. Oh, did you go to Mr. Roberts’ office and go to the 
vault and get the time cards? A, Yes, sir, my minutes and 
time cards were always kept in a vault right as you go into 
the office. 

Q. And you took the time cards, to the meeting, is 

14960 that correct? A. I gave every member one card. 

Q. I would like to know how you did that, did you 
take them into the meeting and hand ^em out? A. Just a 
second, I will explain it to you. Suppose this body of 
men is attending a meeting—^I will illustrate that—all right, 
Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, go ahead. 

The Witness: I would get up and pass every individual 
man a card and on that card that individual would put his 
position, whether he was working from three to eleven, or 
eleven to seven, or seven to three, and then he would sign 
his name on that card and his check number and his posi¬ 
tion, whether it was hour rate or tonnage rate. You under¬ 
stand that? 

Mr. Rose. Yes. 
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The Witness: That is as clear as I can make myself, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did he put on the time-card 
also the time he came into the meeting and the time he 
left the meeting? A. I put that on. 

Q. Oh, you put that on? A. He put that on when he 
entered the meeting, I put it on when the meeting ad¬ 
journed, understand? 

Q. Well, how did you get the time-cards when the 

14961 meeting adjourned? A. Well, you want me to follow 
that up? 

Q. Yes, please. A. Why, after everybody had signed up 
the fellows sitting at the table would just shoot it back 
and man for man hand it back to me and I would stack 
them up. 

Q, Now when was that, at the end of the meeting? A. 
Before the meeting came to order. 

Q. What did you do with the time-cards after they came 
back to you ? A. What did I do with the time-cards ? 

Q. Yes. A. I took it right in with the minutes, I took 
them in. 

Q. Where ? A. Into the office. 

Q. Whose office? A. Where I—Mr. Roberts^ office, 

Q. Prior to that time you checked over the time-cards? 
A. Yes. 

Q. What did you cheek them for? A. To see if they 
were signed correctly, every member of the Body that was 
present. 

Q. You would see that they would put their proper posi¬ 
tions— A. Yes, and name. 

14962 Q. Name? A. Yes, and check number. 

Q. Now I would like to know, and I still don’t 
understand, Mr. Dudash— A. Well— 

Q. Excuse me just a minute. A. Yes. 

Q. —whether you put also, or whether the men, the rep¬ 
resentatives, put on the time-cards the time they came into 
the meeting and the time they left the meeting? A. No, I— 

Mr. Ford: He just told you, Mr. Rose. 

The Witness: I just illustrated to you a minute ago they 
had put the time on they entered the meeting, but after the 
meeting was adjourned I put the balance of the time when 
we adjourned, the time. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Oh, I see. A. I illustrated that in the 
first place there. 

Q. Well, what kind of time-cards were they, were they 
the same as used in the plant? A. Oh, no, they weren’t the 
same as the plant, no, they were different cards 5 you know, 
it tells you the time, position. 

Q. Now, with reference to the letter that you received 
from Mr. Ramsay, how did you communicate with Mr. Vick- 
roy? A. By Telephone. 

14963 Q. Where did you telephone? A. Right in his po¬ 
sition up in his department, Franklin Coke Plant. 

Q. Where did you call from? A. From down the lower 
floor, down by the door and the telephone in the General 
Office. 

Q. How did you communicate with Mr. Williams? A. By 
telephone down at the boiler house, boiler shop. 

Q. Well, where were you when you made the call? A. I 
was down at the first floor of the General Office. 

Q. You mean at the same place you were when you tele¬ 
phoned Mr. Vickroy? A. Yes, sir, I waited on Mr. Vickroy 
until he came down. 

Q. And where did you meet them? A. Down there at the 
office. 

Q. Where did you hold your discussion with Mr. Vickroy? 
A. We went upstairs. 

Q. Wait a minute, with Mr. Vickroy and Mr. Williams? 
A. We went upstairs and there is a little odd waiting room 
there and we went in there, I and Mr. Williams and Mr. 
Vickroy. 

Q. V^at do you mean by an odd waiting room ? A. A little 
room there where when somebody comes in and wants to 
see some of the management, Mr. Evans or anybody along 
that line, they tell them to wait. 

14964 Q. Well, is that a waiting room to Mr. Evans’ 
office? A. I don’t know, there is chairs in there, but 

we generally sat in there, the three of us. 

Q. When you went to see Mr. Evans did you enter that 
room first? A. Oh, no, I opened the door, whether he was 
busy, I wanted to see, that is a rule, if you go to somebody 
to see somebody you find out whether he is busy or not. 

Q. That’s right, and who was in that room? A. In the 
room we went in? 
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Q. Yes. A. Nobody but us three. 

Q. Well, is that room just outside of Mr. Evans’ office. A. 
That is out to the right. 

Q. And is that the room you go through in order to go 
to Mr. Evans’ office? A. No, you are all wrong on that, 
Mr. Rose. 

Q. Well, will you straighten me out, please? A. Yes, I 
will straighten you out. When you go upstairs at the land¬ 
ing there is a door right there, right straight from the 
elevator, it says the management’s representative office. 
This room is next to that. 

Q. Now, you referred to the meeting in 1934 at which a 
motion was made to get the clerk. A. Yes, sir. 

14965 Q. In connection with the minutes? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, after that motion was made who went out 
of t]!o room to get the clerk, do you recall? A. I can’t re¬ 
call who went out. 

Q. Did you go? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. During the entire year 1934 was Mr. Fisher the only 
clerk that came to the meetings? A. ’34, I think so. 

Q. Sure of that? A. I am pretty sure, there was nobody 
else in there but Fisher till ’36. He had ’34-’35 up till ’36, 
November, I think. 

Q. Did he go to every meeting? A. Now, I don’t know 
whether he was absent any or not, I can’t recall. 

Q. Now where did you draft, as you said you did, I be¬ 
lieve, in longhand— A. Down home. 

Q. Well now, let me finish, please. A. Well, you said— 
Q. Where did you draft the reply to Mr. Ramsay’s letter? 
A. I said down home. 

14966 Q. And did you do it all alone? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Nobody else was with you? A. No, sir. 

Q. And then what did you do? 

Mr. Ford: I think the witness nodded his head *‘no”, 
shook his head. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Which question was that? 

The Witness: No one else was with me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

14967 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where did you take the draft? 
A. Up to the general office, to the third floor. 

Q. Was that on the same day? A. No, the following day, 
after the meeting. 

Q. You drafted the letter after the meeting? A. Yes. 
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Q. Now, did you take it to the general office on the same 
day that you drafted it? A. Oh, no, the following day, the 
following day. 

Q. And where in the general office did you take it? A. 
I went to the third floor where the clerks are working. 

Q. Well, how did you happen to take it to the clerks? A. 
I wanted it typewritten. 

Q. Did you have general permission to go to the clerks 
any time that you wanted to have something typewritten? 
A. Well, I asked them to do me a favor. 

Q. ^Wiat did he say? A. He said he would gladly do it 
for me. 

Q. Do you know how many copies he made ? A. Two, all 
I had, two. 

Q. You mean— A. One I kept and one I sent in, that is all. 
Q, You mean by two copies, you mean one— A. One for 
myself and one that I sent in to Ramsay. 

14968 Q. I show you Respondents^ Exhibit 184, and ask 
you if you can recall when you signed your name to 

that paper. 

(Thereupon, Respondents’ Exhibit 184 was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. The day I sent it in. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; You mean the original? 

The Witness: The original, yes. 

Mr. Rose: No, that is— 

Q. (By Mr, Bose) The day you sent the original in? A. 
Yes, I signed them and I went over to the Post Office and 
I put them in the mail. 

Q. Didn’t you show the original letter to anybody before 
you mailed it? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you show it to Mr. Williams? A. I didn’t see Mr. 
Williams. 

Q. Did you show it to Mr. Vickroy? A. No, sir, I did not. 
Q. Did you go to school after you went to work at the 
age of 16? A. Sir? 

Q. Did you go to school after you went to work? A, Well, 
I didn’t go to school, but I had taken up the I. C. S. course 
in an electrical line of work for a period— 

14969 Q. How long? A. Oh, probably a year and a half, 
and then I didn’t like the trade. I damn near got 

killed one time and I give it up, yes, I damn near, I was 
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out for about an hour, if I recall it, I got shocked, you 
know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Shocked? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. | 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Dudash, where did you receive ! 
the minutes of the General Body or committee meetings? [ 
A. You mean when I had taken it to the body? 1 

Q. No—I withdraw the question. 

Did you, as an employees’ representative, receive minutes 
of the General Body meetings and committee meetings? 

Mr. Ford: Now, that is a bit ambiguous, he was an em¬ 
ployees’ representative when he received the minutes from 
wlioinever might have had them in the General Body meet¬ 
ing, brought them back to the vault in Mr. Roberts’ office 
and he since received the minutes— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase your question. 

Mr. Rose: I will rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you receive mimeographed copies 
of the minutes, the meetings of the General Body— 
14970 Mr. Ford: That is just as ambiguous. 

Mr. Rose: Will you let me finish, please? 

Mr. Ford: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you receive mimeographed copies 
of the minutes of the General Body meetings and of the 
Standing Committee and Joint Committee meetings in the 
plant? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And did you receive any other mail in the plant ? 

Mr. Jones; Objected to, there is no showing as to what 
time he is referring to. 

The Witness: "^^at kind of mail, I don’t understand? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. | 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) I am referring to the time, the period, j 
you were an employees’ representative? A. But do you 
mean minutes or some other form? I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mimeographed. I 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) My first question was addressed to I 
minutes and I believe that you said that you received them | 
in the plant, is that correct? A. Yes, correct. i 
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Q. And did you receive them through inter-plant mail? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, did you receive any other plant mail 

14971 through inter-plant mail? A. I did, safety bulletins. 

Q. Anything else? A. About safety meetings, w'hat 
procedure and what went on in safety meetings, tally of ac¬ 
cidents per month and how many in each department, you 
know, when they held safety, like when we had a safety 
meeting, tliere is printed and each employees’ representa¬ 
tive receives one, he puts it up on his bulletin board. 

Q. 'Will, aside from the letter of ^fr. Ramsay which you 
say you got in Mr. Roberts’ office, did you receive any mail 
of any kind in the office of Mr. Roberts? A. No, not be¬ 
side that one, no. 

Q. That was the only one? A. That was the only one 
in my time. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Now, I believe you told us, Mr. Du- 
dash, that you telephoned Mr. Vickroy and Mr. Williams. 
A. I did. 

Q. Now, I think you said that the telephone was on the 
first floor of the general office, is that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that in a room or— A. That is out in the hall. 

14972 Q. In the hall? A. That is, as you enter the office. 

Q. How did you happen to use that telephone, Mr. 

Dudash? A. Well, I often use that phone, I do often. When 
I stop in there and want to get in contact with a chairman 
or Mr. Williams, regardless of what turned up, occasionally 
something, I had to get in touch with him about, a contact, 
if I would be in town I would just stop there and go right 
into the door there and call him up. 

Q. Do you know what that telephone is there for? A. 
Well, that is the purpose, to use it. 

Q. Any restriction on its use? A. Why, no, there is no 
restriction, yes, outside people don’t have no business what¬ 
ever around, I don’t think they are allowed to use it with¬ 
out permission. 

Q. How about people who use the general office, who come 
into the general office? A. Well, if they want to call some- 
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body up, I guess they could get permission from Mr. Opley 
there, the watchman, I generally ask him if it was all right 
for me to use the phone every time before I would pick it 
up, I would ask his permission whether it would be all right 
for me to use it. 

Q. Did you always do that? A. Sir? 

14973 Q. Did you always do that? A. I donH get that. 

Q. Did you always get permission to use it? A. 

Yes, I always asked, he never refused me. 

Q. Now, this room that you say that you and Mr. Wil¬ 
liams and Mr. Vickroy were in up on the fourth floor, where 
you discussed this matter, are there any desks in that room, 
do you know? A. There was a little desk there about that 
long, in the center of the room at that time, I don’t know 
if there is any there now or not, I couldn’t answer that 
now but at that time there was, about that long, (demon¬ 
strating). 

Q. Do you know whether that room at that time was used 
by anybody? A. It was never used by nobody except— 

Q. IVhat I mean— A. As far as my knowledge goes. 

Q, I mean as an office, was it ever used as an office? A. 
Oh, no. 

IMr. Rose: I submit this witness should be permitted to 
finish his answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, finish, go ahead. 

Tlie Witness: The only time in my experience that I 
ever knew it was used for, well, that is when these 

14974 young apprentice boys applied for a job, they had 
to go up and register up at the office to Mr. Roberts, 

thev sat in there and waited for their turn, that is all I ever 
knew the office room was used for. 

Q. Well, can you get from that room into any office without 
going out in the hall? A. I doubt if you can, because— 

Q. Is there any door that leads to the— A. I never went 
out there, I always come through the same door into the 
hall. 

Q. Well, is there any door leading any place except into 
the hall, do you know? A. I don’t know, I never paid that 
much attention to that office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Ford? 
Mr. Ford: No further questions, Mr, Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, Mr. Dudash. 
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The Witness: Is that all? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, thank yon. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Ford; Mr, Bunn, please. 

Howard Bunn a witness calied >>y and on behalf of the 
respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined 

14975 and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, please, Mr. 
Bunn ? A. Howard Bunn. 

Q. Would you spell that for us? A. B-u-n-n. 

Q. B-u-n-n? A. Right. 

Q. What’s your address? A. 917 Parson Avenue. 

Q. Johnstown? A. Yes. 

Q. "What’s your occupation? A. Foreman, Bethlehem 
Garage. 

Q. That is the garage in the Cambria Plant, Bethlehem 
Steel? A. Right. 

Q. What was your occupation in the month of June and 
July, 1937? A. Foreman, Bethlehem Garage. 

Q. During the month of June, or the month of July, 1937, 
did you hear of a collection for the Citizens’ Committee 
that was taken up among the employees of the garage? A. 
I did. 

14976 Q. When did you first hear about that? A. Ralph 
Crist came to me first. 

^Ir. Rose: Can I have that read back? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Is Ralph Crist, or w^as Ralph Crist 
an employee? A. Yes, he is an employee, works in the 
^langanese Shed. 

Q. Did he speak to you about it? A. He come up and 
talked to me about it, I told him I wouldn’t have nothing 
to do -with it. 

Q. Tell us just what he said. A. Crist came up to me and 
he talked to me about it and I said I don’t want nothing to 
do with it— 
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^Ir. Rose: Let’s have what he said. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What did he say about it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He is telling you. 

The Witness: He Just came up, he came up and asked 
me, said, “What do you think about giving to the Citizens?” 
I said, “I don’t want nothing to do with it.” 

14977 Q. Well, did you say anything further to him that 
you recall? A. No, he went back down. The next 

time I heard about it Red Hagins talked to me about it. 

Q. Who was Red Hagins ? A. One of my truck drivers. 
Q. Did he talk to you about it? A. Hagins talked to me 
about it. I said I didn’t want nothing to do with it. I don’t 
believe in it. I don’t want nothing to do with it. So the 
next time I know, Red had the sheet. 

Q. What sheet? A. The sheet for the Citizens’ League. 

Q. You mean, the Citizens’ Committee? A. The Citizens’ 
Committee, rather. I told Red, “I don’t want nothing to 
do witli it. If the fellows want to give, it is up to them.” 

Q. Well, do you know what he did with the list? A. I 
don’t know what he done with it. He had the list. I told 
him, “I don’t want to give.” He said, “We ought' to give 
something. We don’t want to be cheap.” So I guess about 
one-third of the fellows give. I don’t pay any attention. 
Red asked, ‘"Are you going to give anything?” I says, 
“How much do they give?” He says, “A quarter,” 

14978 and I says, “All right.” 

Q. W''hat did you do with the quarter, with your 
(luarter? A. AVith rny quarter, T give it to the clerk, .Tones. 

Q. Do you know what he did with it? A. I don’t know 
what he did with it—^put it in the rest, with the rest of the 
money. 

Q. Do you know where the rest of the money was kept? 
A. Sure, in the drawer in the desk. 

Q. AVho regularly used that desk at that time? A. The 
clerk sets at one side and I set at the other. 

Q. Did you write your name on any list? A. What, for 
the quarter? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sure. They all put their own names 
down. 

Q. And how many names were on the list when you put 
yours on ? A. About eight. 

Q. When was the next you heard about that matter? A. 
Well, I didn’t hear no more about it till, I guess, one-third 
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of them give, and two-thirds wouldn’t give nothing, I 
told Red, “What are you going to do about this Citizens’ 
League money?” 

And he said, “Well, if they don’t want to give, the hell 
with them. ’ ’ That is all I know, and they start getting their 
money back. I did not handle the money, I knew 

14979 this money was in the drawer, could have gotten it 
out. I had access to it all the time. 

Q. Did you get your money back? A. Yes, I got my 
money back. 

Q. Wlien did you get your money back? A. When I get 
my money back there was about $1.75 left. Bruno had the 
money and— 

Q. Do you know what month that was ? A. No, I wouldn’t. 
It was after Pandolfo testified. There was about $1.75 in 
there when I got my money back. Sam Bruno got me my 
money back. 

Q. As far as you know, was any of that money ever turned 
over to the Citizens’ Committee? A. No, none of it. Th^e 
was only about one-third of them would give. Till they 
start getting their money back, the rest wouldn’t give noth¬ 
ing. 

Q. But you got your money back, you say? A. I get my 
quarter back off Sam Bruno. Red Hagins wouldn’t have 
nothing to do with it. He just left it ride. 

Q. Did you ever order or direct Mr. Pandolfo or any 
other employee to contribute to that fund? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever advise any of the employees, in- 

14980 eluding Mr. Pandolfo, to contribute? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever suggest to any of the employees, 
including Mr. Pandolfo, that they should contribute ? A, No. 

Q. Did you ever request Pandolfo or any of the other 
employees to contribute? A. No. 

Q. Did you receive any instructions of any sort from 
your superiors relating to any collection for the Citizens’ 
Committee? A, No. 

Q. Did you go around the garage with the list of the 
garage employees, checking off the names of those that con¬ 
tributed? A. No. How would I have checked them off? 

Q. Did you ever tell Pandolfo in words or substance that 
everybody had paid twenty-five cents to the Citizens’ Com¬ 
mittee, but his name was not checked off? A. No. 
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Q. Did you personally receive any of the money contrib¬ 
uted by the employees? A. Personally? 

Q. Yes, did any of them give it to you? A. (The witness 
nodded his head negatively.) 

Mr. Ford; Did vou get the answer to that ques- 

14981 tion? 

The Reporter: The witness shook his head, 

Mr. Ford: The answer to the question is “no.” 

Mr. Examiner, off the record for a moment? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Mr. Ford: On the record, please, Mr, Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom : On the record. 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions of this witness, 
but it is contemplated that there may be a stipulation, and 
there will be a stipulation concerning other matters he is 
prepared to testify about, and I reserve the right to recall 
him if the stipulation is not fulfilled. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Rose. 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) On what floor of the garage was your 
office? A. The first floor. 

Q. Is there a floor above that floor? A. Yes, on the one 
end of it. 

Q. Only on one end? A. One end. 

Q. What is on that floor, on the end you referred to? 
Do you understand what I mean ? A. The Police De- 

14982 partment is up there. 

Q. Does Mr. Bergman have his office there? A. 
Yes, that is the policeman. 

Q. He is the chief of the policemen? A. Tes. 

Q. What other office is there? A, Red Williams is up 
there. 

Q. Is that on the same floor with the Police Department? 
A. The same floor, on the back. 

Q. The same floor as the Police Department is on? A. 
The same floor as the Police Department. 

Q. By Mr. Williams, you mean Clare H. Williams? A. 
Yes, Clare H. Williams. 
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Q. Do you know whether he is chairman of the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation? A. Yes. 

Q. He is? A. Yes, Clare Williams. 

Q. Did you ever talk to anybody in the garage about sell¬ 
ing raffle tickets? A. Did I ever talk to anyone? 

Q. Yes. A. Me talk to anyone ? I never talk to anyone, no. 

Q. Did you ever talk to anybody about buying raffle 

14983 tickets in the garage? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever see any raffle tickets sold in the 
garage? A. I would not say I saw them sold there. I seen 
Bruno with them. I bought one myself. I wouldn’t say I 
ever seen him selling them. 

Q. How many tickets did you buy? A. One book. 

Q. How much was the book? A. One dollar. 

Q. How many tickets were in the book? A. Twelve. 

Q. Was that the raffle for the Plan of Employees’ Repre¬ 
sentation ? A. It was. 

Q. From whom did you buy the book? A. Bruno—Sam 
Bruno. 

Q. Was he an employees’ representative? A. No. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) I think you used the expression “Po¬ 
lice Department.” That is, Mr. Bergman’s depart- 

14984 menf ? A, Yes. It is upstairs where Mr. Bergman’s 
office is. 

Q. The men in his department are also referred to as 
watchmen? A. The company watchmen, yes. Watchmen 
is what they are. I just mentioned that lie is upstairs 
there, 

Q. I think you said there was some space that Mr. Wil¬ 
liams occupies. With reference to Mr. Bergman’s office, how 
far away is this space you referred to? A. Mr. Williams’ 
office is in the back, next to the railroad. 

Q. How far is that in feet? A. Well, there is a partition, 
I would say, into Mr. Bergman’s office—eighty feet. 

Mr, Ford: I have no further questions, Mr, Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have one question. 

How long did Mr. Williams have his office there? 

The "Witness: I could not say, exact. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: About? 
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The Witness: About five years—about that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

14985 j\Ir. Ford: Mr. Mahon. 

Frank J. Mabon a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Could you give us your full name, 
please, Mr. Mabon? A. Frank J. Mabon. 

Q. How do you spell your last name? A. M-a-b-o-n. 

Q. “Wliat is your address, Mr. Mabon? A. 228 Main 
Street. 

Q. Johnstown? A. Right. 

Q. What is your occupation? A. Cost Clerk, Franklin 
Open Hearth and Mills. 

Mr. Rose: Could I have that last answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.} 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Open Hearth and Mills? A. Yes. 

Q. That is, the Cambria Plant, Bethlehem Steel Company; 

is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

14986 Q. How long have you had that position, Mr. 

Mabon? A. I have been up there since 1929. 

Q. Do you have anything to do with reference to paying 
the men who work in the Open Hearth? A. Yes. I pay the 
men that work in the Open Hearth. 

Q. How long have you done that? A. About eight years. 

Q. During that period, have you ever taken a vacation in 
the month of March? A. No. 

Q. Have you been absent for any other cause during the 
month of March in the last eight years? A. To the best of 
my knowledge, no. 

Q. Has anybody else paid the men who work in the Open 
Hearth during the last eight years? A. No. I have paid 
them each pay day. 

Q. Have you paid them indoors or outside? A. Indoors. 

Mr. Rose: Will you clear that up, Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: Yes. I will clear it up. 

I 

I 
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The Witness: Except, there was one time I paid them 
outside, just as an experiment. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) In what building did you pay 

14987 them, when you paid them inside? A. What is known 
as 46 Welter Shanty, the Open Hearth floor. 

Q. Is there a furnace up there by that number? A. Right. 

Q. How far is the shanty from the furnace? A. Roughly, 
I would say, from the front of the furnace maybe 20 feet. 

Q. I think you said that the shanty is the Open Hearth 
floor; is that correct? A. Correct. 

Q. TTow many Open Hearth furnaces are there in Frank¬ 
lin? A. Twenty-one. 

Q. Are they all arranged in a single row? A. A single 
row, yes. 

Q. In what direction do the furnaces run, that is, the 
row? A. Well, they start with 41 and go down to 62. 

Q. What I mean is, in what direction. North, South, 
Kast or West? A. Well, they run From East to West. 
That is, the way we call the plant, east end and west end. 

Q. One end is toward Franklin and the other end in the 
direction of Johnstown? A. That is correct. 

14988 Q. ih\ which side of the furnaces is the floor? A. 
Well, to niv left. 

Q. Well, is it on the north or the south side of the fur¬ 
naces ? A. 1 would call it the south side. 

Q. What is on the north side of the furnaces? A. I 
would call it the pit. 

Q. Tell us in a general way what sort of woi*k is done on 
the 0])en Hearth floor. A. Well, they charge the furnaces, 
an accumulation of ^tock from the stock yard. That is 
brought in on the floor by a locomotive luisliing what is 
called charging cars, carrying four oi- flve boxes loaded 
with scraj) and they ai*e slioved uj) oi- pulled in froid of 
the furnace to be charged. The locomotive pulls away and 
than the charger crane or floor crane lifts the boxes into 
the furnace. 

Q. What else is ])ut into the furnace i>eside scrap? A. 
Hot metal. 

Q. You mean, molten iron? A. Yes. 

Q. What else, on the Open Hearth floor? A. Various 
dolerites, there is a dolerite machine. 
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Q. Do they put ore in? A. Yes, they do, the same as 
scrap, out of a charging box. 

14989 Q. Can you tell us in a general way what is done 
on the nortli side, the ])it side of the furnaces? A. 

That is what you call the back of the furnace. The chute 
is back there, and that is where they tap the steel. 

The steel runs into a ladle, and from there you pour out 
of the ladle into what is called molds. 

Q. I think you referred to charging crane, or charging 
machines used to put certain of the ingredients into the 
furnace on the floor, the floor side of the furnaces. A. Yes. 

Q. Are they overhead cranes? A. They are known as 
floor cranes. 

Q. Can you describe liow they operate? A. Well, they 
operate on the flooi* similar to an overhead crane, only they 
are on the floor and they have a carriage that works back 
and forth this way (indicating) into what we call a pail 
that brings u]j the charging box. 

Q. Does the charging machine run on rails? A. On rails. 
Q. Tn what direction do th(‘rails run? A. East and West. 
Q. In other words, the charging crane can run east 

14990 and west up and down along the furnaces? A. Yes. 

Q. I believe you said you paid the men inside the 
46 melter shanty ? A. Yes. 

Q. How far is that from the nearest rail, the charging 
crane uses? A. 1 would estimate, ten feet. 

Q. How large a building is the melter shantv? A. About 
.30 bv 12. 

Q. In what dii*ection does the .30-foot dimension run? A. 
East and west. 

Q. Parallel to the row of furnaces and parallel to the 
rails? A. Yes. 

Q. What is the closest that the charging crane gets to the 
building in feet? (’ould you express that for us? A. W’ell, 
when the operator, when his carriage fills, what is called 
the fill-back, he may be halfway, that is, between the 10-foot 
distance, between the shanty and the rail. 

Q. In other words, the charging crane may be as close as 
five feet to the shanty? A. Yes. That is the way I would 
estimate it. 

14991 Q. Have the Open Hearth men always been paid 
at the melter shanty during the last eight years? A. 


I 


I 
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Well, with the exception of about two years I paid them at 
the old laboratory building, up along the east gate, the east 
end of the plant. 

Q. Has pay day ever coincided with election day? That 
is, the elections held under the Plan of Employees' Repre¬ 
sentation? A. On pay day? 

Q. My question is this: has the election day for the elec¬ 
tions held under the Plan of Employees’ Representation 
ever coincided with pay day up on the Open Hearth? A. 
Yes. 

Q. During the period, say, from 1929 to 1937? A. Yes, 
they have. 

Q. Has that haj)pened everj’ year? A. I believe there 
was a year or so that it did not happen. 

Q. Do you have any particular hours during the day when 
you pay the men? A. Yes. I pay from 7 a.m. to 7:30; from 
12 noon to 12:30, and from 2 to 3:30. 

Q. Have those been your hours ever since you held your 
present position? A. Yes, they have. 

14992 Q. About how many men on the average, that is, 
taking good times and bad times, do you i)ay on pay¬ 
day? A. Good and bad, it averages six hundred and fifty 
men. 

Q. In other words, you pay six hundred and fifty men a 
day on the average; is that right? A. Right. 

Q. During these periods when you are paying the men, 
do they line up in line? A. Yes, they line up. Each man 
has a brass check number, and each man lines u]) accord- 
to his brass check, in numerical order, in other words. 

Q. Tlie low numbers fii*st? A. The low numbers first. 
Start with IGOO, 1700 on, back to the end, 2700. 

Q. Is that practice restricted to the Open Hearth, or do 
they do that elsewhere in the i)Iant ? A. They do that all 
over the plant, 1 understand. That was their set-up when 
we started to pay. 

Q. How are the men's checks arranged when you hand 
them out? A. They are in numerical order. 

0. That is— A. Low number fii’st. 

14993 Q. Low numbei’ first? A. On the line, the men 
line up to corresjiond with the checks. 

Q. How tall a building is the nielter shanty? A. It is a 
one-story building. 
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Q. What construction is it? A. Brick. 

Q. Does it have a roof of its o'wn? A. Yes. 

Q. Is the biiilding*, the entire building, under a larger 
roof? A. I estimate about 30 by 12, all under one roof. 

Q. Is the building under a roof—another roof? A. I 
feel certain it is under the Open Hearth roof. 

Q. Does it have more than one room ? A. Well, there is 
a washroom, a locker room, and a toilet. 

Q. Well, how many rooms is that ? A. I would say, three, 
if you count the toilet. 

Q. What are the other two rooms? A. Well, the one 
room is a locker room. 

Q. Yes. A. And the other room is a locker room, has 
lockers in it, and a wash-stand. 

Q. When you paid the men Inside the building, in which 
room were you ? A. 1 was in the one where the wash- 

14994 stands are. 

Q. During the iieriod from the time you first went 
up there in March—the end of ^larch, 1937, where in the 
building were you located wlien you paid the men on the 
days you paid them inside the building? A. Will you say 
that again ? 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that (luestion, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated tlu' last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: On tile west <*nd of the building. 

Q. (Hy ^ir. Ford) W(*il, weie you in the corner or the 
center of the wall? A. Well, I was in the west end, in the 
center, near tiie stock yard. 

Q. In what direction is tile stock yard? A. Sontli. 

Q. How many (.loors enter into tlial room ? A. Two. 

y. What are they? A. Well, one door enters from the 
Open Hearth floor, and the other enters from the stock 
yard directly ojjposite. 

14995 Q. As I understand it, the stock yard lies in what 
direction from that room, north, south, east or west? 

A. W(*ll, it is to th(» south. 

Q. How did tile men get to where you were when you 
paid them at the iini<* when you wei'e, you say, up against 
the west wall near the stock yard? A. They would line up 
on the floor, the Open Hearth floor. 
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Q. The Open Hearth floor? A. Yes. 

Q. And what would they do? A. When I -would get up 
there, they usually would see me coming and start to line 
them up. I would tell them to get into order, and I would 
go in and unlock the check box, That is about all I would 
do, and tell them to go ahead. They would go in single file 
from the Open Hearth floor straight across the oflSce and 
out the stock yard door. 

Q. Did you have a desk of any sort when you paid them 
in the position you just told us about? A. 'Well, I had— 
several years ago I had a reguglar cage, like in a bank. 

Q. Could you describe that for us? A. Well, it was just 
a wood arrangement. It was about seven feet tall, about 
two and one-half to three feet wide, and had a shelf 

14996 of the average height. A man could stand there 
and hand checks out through a window, with wood 

bars on it. It had, say, sides back probably a foot to sort 
of support the thing so it would not fall over. 

Q. On election day, did you stay in the southwest corner 
of that room, or did you move some place else? A. No. On 
election days I would move over to the corner nearer the 
Open Hearth floor. That would be moving north. 

Q. Did the men file in from the same place, and file out 
the same door? A. Exactly. There was no difference in 
the way of paying men on election than any other day, ex¬ 
cept that I moved the box over nearer the floor on the north 
side building. 

Q. Well, on election day did any one occupy the place 
between the north side of the building and the stock yai'd 
wall facing the stock yard? A. You mean, along the west 
wail ? 

Q. Yes. Well, T suppose between the position you were 
and the Open Hearth stock yard door. A. Yes, we had 
voting booths in there. 

Q. Anything else? A. That's all. Between where I paid 
on the south wall, but directly across from me were the 
tellers and voting set-up. 

14997 Q. Did any of the men whom you paid off have any 
conversation with the tellers or go into the v’oting 

booths, or have anything to do with those— A. Not that 
I know of after they were paid. 

Q. After you paid them, did any of them have anything 
to do with the tellers or the voting booths? A. After they 
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were paid, there were men there with ballots asking men if 
they voted, but what their answers were I don’t know; but 
I know when the line was going in, there was no voting go¬ 
ing on. 

Q. Did any of the men take any of the ballots at any time 
on election day before they came up to you and got their 
checks? A. I never saw any. 

Q. On pay days, you were, as I understand it, on the 
right of the door leading in from the Open Hearth floor, as 
you walked in to that office from the direction of the floor; 
is that correct? A. That is correct. 

Q. With reference to that door, where were the tellers, 
or where was the tellers’ table as you walked into the office 
from the Open Hearth floor? A. They were to the left. 

Q. Where, with reference to the place where you were 
stationed did the tellers stand ? A. Well, thev would 
I4ih)8 stand diredly across from me, or they might be 
moved down toward the stock house door. 

(^. Did you ever see any of the men step out of the line? 
A. The i)ay line—no. 

Q. And take a ballot, or go into the booth, or walk over 
to the toller’s table? A. Not when they are in the line for 
l)ay. 

Q. 1 am talking about before vou gave them their checks. 
A. No. 

Q. Did you ever notice how many of the men received 
ballots after they left the ]flace where you were stationed 
on election days? A. After 1 left the place? 

No. I will withdraw that question. 

On election day, or on the elections days when the men 
were paid, did you ever notice how many men took ballots 
after they were [)aid? A. I never noticed how many men, 
but I know there were men got ballots after they were paid, 
because as a rule there was a man standing beyond the pay 
line asking if they voted; but how many I don’t try to kee]) 
track of. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that answer back, please, Mr. 
Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above 
14999 set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How many— 
line. 


A. Beyond the pay 
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Q. Do you know who the men were who did that? A. No, 
I do not. 

Q. Was that procedure always followed during the time 
you first came up there and including March, 1937, or did 
you ever pay them in some other place on election day? A. 
Well, about two years I was at the laboratory building. I 
don't know where they voted, or a thing about it. 

Q. No. Did you ever pay them in the vicinity of the 
melters’ shanty, but not inside the shanty during that 
period? A. Up to March, 1937? 

Q. Yes. A. Weil, there was once—I do not recall the 
year, I tried paying out on the floor. I moved the cage out 
to the Open Hearth floor east of the entrance to the shanty 
—but that was only once. 

Q. On that day, or on those days, if there were more than 
one day, where were the voting booths? A. Inside the 46 
shanty. 

Q. Where were the tellers? A. Inside. 

15000 Q. Where w’as the ballot box? A. Inside. Every¬ 
thing pertaining to voting was inside the shanty. 

Q. Where did the men line up? A. On the Open Hearth 
floor. They assembled in the east and walked west along 
the pay box. 

Q. Did any of them go inside the nielters' shanty? A. I 
imagine some of them did. 

Q. Was the entrance to the shanty beyond the point 
where the men were standing waiting for their pay? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that further west? A. Further west. 

Q. About how many feet from where you paid the men? 
A. Not far; about six or seven. 

Q. Did you ever ask any of the men that you saw at any 
time whether they had voted? A. I never did. 

Q. Did you ever speak to them about voting? A. Never. 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions. 

Mr. Rose: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Call your next wit¬ 
ness. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford. 

15001 Mr. Ford: John C. Smith. 
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John C. Smith a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your name, please? A, John 
C. Smith. 

Q. What is your address, Mr. Smith? A. 725 Ash Street, 

Q. Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you employed at the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your position in the month of March, 1936, 
Mr. Smith? A. Foreman, Carpenter Department. 

Q. Where were you foreman? A. The Franklin Division 
of the Carpenter Department. 

Q. Were there any other foremen in the Carpenter De¬ 
partment at that time? A. I was the only foreman up at 
that end. I have a boss, the foreman of the Lower End, but 
at that end I was the foreman. 

15002 Mr. Rose: AVhat department was that? 

Mr. Ford: Carpenter. 

The Witness: The Carpenter Department, Franklin. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) With what department is the Car¬ 
penter Department connected? A. The Carpenter Depart¬ 
ment is run from the lower end, and I was foreman of that 
division, the upper end. 

Q. Who is your superintendent in that department? A. 
Mr. Coop, and the superintendent of the whole plant, I 
think, is Mr. Miller, of 36; but Mr. Coop is my boss. 

Q. Well, that is part of the maintenance department? A. 
Yes. Mr. Coop is my foreman. He is over me. 

Q. Wliile you were foreman, Mr. Smith, did you ever ask 
any employee of the company to vote in an election? A. I 
never did. 

Q. Or nominations held under the employees’ Plan of 
Representation? A. No, I never did. 

Q. Did anybody ever approach you or request you to ask 
the men to vote? A. They did not. 

Q. Either at the nominations or the elections? A. No, 
sir; they did not. 

Q. Did anybody ever give you a list of names and ask 
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you to see that the men whose names were on that 

15003 list voted! A. They did not. 

Q. Either at the nominations or elections? A. 
They did not. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Where were the voting booths in 1937 
in your department, do you know? A. In 1937, in my car¬ 
penter shop—not in my carpenter shop, in the lower car¬ 
penter shop. 

Q. The same office you occupy? A. The same room, but 
it is upstairs, about 12 feet high, and they voted up in there. 

Q. The men w’ho want to vote must go to your office to 
reach the booth? A. I haven’t an office. I have a desk in 
the carpenter shop, the northeast end of the carpenter shop, 
see? This voting booth was upstairs. They go through the 
carpenter shop and go upstairs and vote. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How large a room is the shop? A. 
This Bethlehem Steel Company shop there is 35 foot wide 
and 40 foot long. 

Q. With reference to this floor where the booths 

15004 were, how’ far is your desk from that? A. I would 

say it is pretty near half the building. 

Q. How far is the place where the booths were from your 
desk? A. Between 25 and 30 feet, to the best of my knowl¬ 
edge. 

Q. About what part of your time do you normally spend 
— A. What’s that? 

Q. About wffiat part of your time do you normally spend 
inside that shop? A. About 95 per cent of the time I am 
outside. Most of my w’ork is outside work. 

Q. Do you recall how much time you were in there on 
election day or nomination day in 1937 ? A. Well, the only 
time I am in there election day—I go in at noon to eat my 
lunch. In the mornings I make a slip out with my men. I 
make a slip out of the different men I have on various jobs. 
I make this slip out in the morning when I am in there, and 
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I put these men to work, and I leave and go out on the 
jobs through the mill. 

I might drop in there before dinner time, but I ain’t there 
very much. 95 per cent of my time I am outside. 

15005 Q. Did you see any of the men who went into the 
booths in 1937? A. Did I see any of them? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I didn’t, I never paid no attention, I 
wasn’t interested in it. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; That’s all. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Ford: Well, Mr. Broun will be ever in about five 
minutes, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Proceed, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Frank Howard, will you take the stand, 
please ? 

Frank Howard a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and testified 
as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Howard, will you state your full 
name and spell it for us, please? A. Frank, F-r-a-n-k 
Howard, H-o-w-a-r-d. 

15006 Q. What is your residence address, Mr. Howard? 
A. 383 Butler Avenue, Johnstown, Pa. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. I am. 

Q. By whom? A. Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. In the Cambria Plant? A. In the Cambria Plant. 

Q. In what department are you employed? A. Forge 
and Axle Division. 

Q. What is your present occupation? A, Turn foreman 
of the Forge Department. 

Q. Did you hold that position in March, 1937 ? A, I did. 

Q. Was there voting under the Plan of Employees ’ Rep¬ 
resentation in the year 1937 ? A. There was. 
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Q. Was that in March of 1937? A. As near as I can 
recollect, it was in March. 

Q. Was there a place where voting was conducted in 
March of 1937 in your department, the Forge and Axle 
Department? A. There was a room, what we call the 
foreign inspector's room. 

Q. That is where the voting took place? A. That 

15007 is where it took place. 

Q. At the time of that voting in March, 1937 did 
you ask any employee to vote? A. I did not. 

Q. At the time of that voting in March, 1937 did anyone 
approach you or come up to you with a list of names of 
employees and ask you to get those employees to vote ? A. 
No, positively no. 

Q. Did anyone at the time of that voting in March, 1937 
come up to you and tell you the names of any employees 
and ask you to get those employees to vote? A. No, ab¬ 
solutely no. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Keporter, vdll you read back the ques¬ 
tion preceding the last one, please? 

(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Before the voting in March, 1937, 
did you receive any instructions from any of your superiors 
about what you should do or shouldn’t do about the voting? 
A. I was told to keep my fingers off of the thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Will you repeat that, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

15008 Q. (By Mr. Broun) In other words, not to have 
anything to do with, it? A. Nothing to do with it, 

Q. Can you give me, and will you give me, please, Mr. 
Howard, the names of the othei men who were foremen in 
the Forge and Axle Department in March, 1937? A. Mr. 
Fred Just was general foreman. 

Q. Is that J-u-s-t? A. J-u-s-t, yes, Mr. Criswell, Mr. 
James Edwards, and John Wass, were turn foremen in the 
turning shop. 

Q. What is Mr. CriswelFs first name? A. Edmund. 
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Q. Edmund? A. Yes. 

Q. And Mr. James Edwards? A. James Edwards. 

Q. And John Wass? A. John Wass. 

Q. Is that W-a-s-s-? A. W-a-s-s. 

Q. They were foremen in the turning shop? A. In the 
turning shop. 

Q. Were there any other formen in the Forge and Axle 
Department? A. Mr. Long and myself, in the Forge De¬ 
partment. 

15009 Q, Is that Mr. Curtis Long? A. Mr. Curtis Long. 
Q. Yes? A. And Jacob Kleinmeyer, annealor 

foreman, annealor and stock foreman. 

Q. Is that K-l-e-i-n-m-e-y-e-r? A. Yes. 

Q. He is the annealing and stock foreman? A. Annealor 
and stock foreman. 

Q. Is Mr. Just alive now? A. Mr. Just is dead, 

Q. Do you know when he died? A. February, 1938, that 
was this year. 

Mr. Broun; No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: I have no questions, exception that I would 
like the record to show, as I believe that this man has dif¬ 
ficulty with his hearing, I won’t ask any questions about it, 
but the record may so show? 

Mr. Broun: Yes, that is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, Mr. Howard. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Edwards, will you take the stand? 

James V. Edwards a witness called by and on 

15010 behalf of the Respondents, being duly sworn, was ex¬ 
amined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Edwards, will you give us your 
full name and spell it, please? A, James V. Edwards, 
J-a-m-e-s V. E-d-w-a-r-d-s. 

Q. What is your residence address? A. 505 Village 
Street. 

Q. V-i-l-l-a-g-e? A. That^s right. 

Q. Is that in the City of Johnstown? A. No, sir. 

Q. Where is it? A. It is in Lorain Boro. 
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Q. Lorain Boro? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is a boroug:h near the Citj-? A. That^s right. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. By whom are you employed? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant, Forge and Axle 
Division. 

Q. What is your present position? A. Shop turn fore¬ 
man, 

15011 Q. Did you hold that position in March, 1937? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there voting and nominations and elections under 
the Plan of Employees’ Representation in March, 1937? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there a place where the voting went on in the 
Forge and Axle Division ? A. There was. 

Q. Was that the foreign inspector’s office? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. At the time of voting in either the nominations and 
elections in March, 1937, did you ask any employee to vote? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Did anyone come to you and give you a list of the 
names of employees and ask that you get the names em¬ 
ployees to vote in the voting in March, 1937? A. Positively 
no. 

Q. Did anyone come to you and tell you the names of 
employees at the time of that voting in March, 1937 and 
ask you to get those employees to vote? A. No, sir. 

15012 Q. Did you, before the voting in March, 1937 re¬ 
ceive any instructions from any of your superiors as 

to what you should or should not do with respect to the vot¬ 
ing in the nominations and elections? A. Yes, sir, my 
superior said to keep clear, the men were going to have an 
election and it •was up to them. 

Q. Who "was that? A. Mr. Fred Just. 

Q- W'hat was his title at that time? A. General foreman. 
Q. Of the Forge and Axle Division? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is Mr. Just alive at the present time? A. No, sir, he 
died in February, 1938. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he is the same man who 
was dead ten minutes ago, Mr. Broun, so I assume that still 
holds. 
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Mr, Broun: Very well, Mr. Examiner. Off the record. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Edwards, were you in the room 
when Mr. Howard was on the stand? A. Mr. 

15013 Howard? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Did you hear him give the names of the other men who 
were foremen in the Forge and Axle Division at the time in 
March, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When the voting went on? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was there anyone else who was a foreman at that time 
in the Forge and Axle Division than the men he named? A, 
No, sir. 

Q. He named the men correctly, did he? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show that the 
witness nodded affirmatively. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any cross? 

Cross Examination 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) When the elections took place in 
March, 1937 did you have any conversation with anyone con¬ 
cerning voting? A. No, I did not. 

Q. What did you say your position is at the present time? 
A. Shop foreman, shop foreman. 

15014 Q. That's the same position you held in March, 
1937 ? A. Turn foreman, yes. 

Q. What is that? A. Turn foreman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Turn foreman. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How many days in March, 1937 did 
men in the Forge and Axle Plant vote, do you baow? A, 
How many days ? 

Q, Yes, 

Mr, Broun: I assume you mean on how many days in 
March, 1937 was voting conducted? 

Mr. Rose: That's right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that clear to you, Mr. Ed¬ 
wards ? 
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The Witness: Two days, if I recall. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During those two days did you have 
any conversation with anyone concerning voting? A. No, 
sir, I did not. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Edwards, when Mr. 

15015 Rose asked you if you had any conversations con¬ 
cerning voting, did you understand by that any con¬ 
versations with anyone ? 

The Witness: I understood him to say during elections. 
Mr. Broun: Mr. Rose limited the questions to the time 
of the voting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: During the time of the voting, 
that is during those two days. 

Mr. Rose: During those two days. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: During that two-day period. 
Now previously Mr. Broun asked you if you were given 
any instructions about voting; you weren^t referring to that 
kind of conversation, were you ? 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. Thank you. 
(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Jacob Kleinmeyer. 

Jacob Kleinmeyer a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and testi¬ 
fied as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Elleinmeyer, will you please 
state your full name and spell it for us? A. Jacob, J-a-c-o-b 
Kleinmeyer, K-l-e-i-n-m-e-y-e-r. 

15016 Q. What is your residence address, Mr. Klein¬ 
meyer? A. 205 Haynes Street. 

Q. Is that in the City of Johnstown? A. Correct. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. By whom? A. Bethlehem Steel Company, Cambria 
Plant, Forge and Axle Department. 

Q. That means you are employed in the Forge and Axle 
Department by Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethlehem 
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Steel Company, Cambria Plant, Forge and Axle Depart¬ 
ment, yes, sir. 

Q. Well, you mean by that that you are employed by 
Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the Forge and Axle Department of the Cambria 
Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your position? A. Heat treating and stock 
foreman. ! 

Q. And did you hold that position in March of 1937 ? A. I 
I did. I 

Q. Was the voting held in nominations and elections | 
under the Plan of Employees’ Representation in | 

15017 March, 1937 ? A. To the best of my knowledge, yes, j 

sir. j 

Q. Was there a place at which balloting or voting was j 
conducted somewhere in the Forge and Axle Department or 
Division? A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. | 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat the last question? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Was that place known by any par¬ 
ticular name? A. It was known as the foreign inspector’s I 
office. 

Q. At the time of the voting on any of the days that vot¬ 
ing was taking place in March, 1937 and and in your depart¬ 
ment, did you ask anyone to vole? No, sir. 

Q. At the time of that voting in March, 1937 did anyone 
ever come to you and hand you a list of names of employees 
and ask you to get them to vote? A. Emphatically no. 

Q. Did anyone at that time in March, 1937 when voting 
was going on come to you and state to you or name 

15018 to you the names of persons and ask that you get i 

them to vote ? A. Positively no. I 

Q. Before the voting took place in March, 1937 did you j 
receive any instructions from any superiors as to what you 
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should or should not do with respect to the voting? A. I 
did. 

Q. From whom? A. Mr. Fred W. Just, then general 
foreman of the Forge and Axle Department. 

Q. And what were the instructions ? A. Specific instruc¬ 
tions to keep our hands off in any activities of the election 
at any and all times. 

Q. Were you in the room, Mr. Kleinmeyer, when Mr. 
Howard was on the stand? A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Q. Did you hear him testify as to the fact that Mr. Just 
is not now alive? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

15019 Q. And as to the names of tiixe men who were fore¬ 
men in March, 1937 in the Forge and Axle Depart¬ 
ment? A. Yes, sir, I did. 

Q. Is there any one else whom he did not name who was 
a foreman at that time? A. No, sir. 

Q. He named the men correctly who were foremen? A. 
To the best of my knowledge, yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall when nominations were 
held in March, 1937, when nominations under the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation were held? A. Do I recall? 

Q. Yes. A. If there were nominations held? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Broun: That wasn’t the question. 

Mr. Bose: That wasn’t the question, but— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you recall on what day in March, 
1937, nominations under the Plan of Employees’ Repre¬ 
sentation were held in the Forge and Axle Plant? A. I 
don’t recall the days. 

15020 Trial Examiner Bloom: Any further questions? 
Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What are the names of the next 
two witnesses? 

Mr. Broun: John E. Wass and Edmund Criswell, that 
is W-a-s-s and C-r-i-s-w-e-1-1. 
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I 

Mr. Rose: I will consent to a stipulation. 

Mr. Broun: Then, Mr. Examiner, I understand that your 
suggestion is that in order to avoid taking the time of call¬ 
ing two more witnesses to testify with respect to the matter 
of voting in the Forge and Axle Division in March, 1937, 
and it is stipulated of record that had Mr. John E. Wass 
and Mr. Edmund Criswell been called to testify in this pro¬ 
ceeding— I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show that they j 
are there in the room ready to testify. 

Mr. Broun: They are, sir. That each of them, each of 
those gentlemen, would have testified with respect to voting 
in the Forge and Axle Department in March, 1937, had they 
been asked questions substantially similar to those asked ! 
of Mr. Howard and Mr. Kleinmeyer and Mr. Edwards, 
would have testified in substantially the same way and to 
substantially the same effect as they testified, 

15021 Trial Examiner Bloom: Is it stipulated? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, except that I don’t see the neces¬ 
sity for the preamble to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the difference, is it 
stipulated? 

Mr, Rose: That is stipulated, yes, but I object to the 
preamble. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What preamble? 

Mr. Broun: Wliat preamble is it to which counsel for the 
Board objects, Mr. Examiner? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t see any preamble. 

Mr. Broun: I have stated the facts as they occurred. 

Mr. Rose: Would you read it, Mr. Reporter? j 

(The reporter repeated the statement of Mr. Broun as | 
above set forth.) | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have any objection to ! 
that point? j 

Mr. Rose: Well, with respect to the matter of voting, I | 
don’t understand what that means. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, so much— 

Mr. Broun: Strike out the word “matter.” 

Mr. Rose: That which relates to the matter of voting, 
the words with respect to the matter of voting. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you consent taking 

15022 that out, then? 

Mr. Broun: I consent to take out the word “mat¬ 
ter.’' It seems to me we have got to describe what the 
testimony is about in some way and that is certainly what 
the testimony is about. 

Mr. Rose: You can describe it by saying they will testify 
substantially the same as the other witnesses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t let’s act like a bunch of 
children, will you stipulate to it, or not? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, that they would testify substantially the 
same as the prior witnesses. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your witnesses, 

Cali your next witness, Mr. Broun, 

Mr. Broun: I understood that counsel for the Board has 
stipulated. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I can’t see anything wrong with 
it, but I can’t tell him to stipulate. Call your witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Criswell, will you take the stand, please? 

Edmund Criswell a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What is your full name, Mr. 

15023 Criswell, and spell it, please? A. Edmund, E-d- 
m-u-n-d, Criswell, C-r-i-s-w-e-l-l. 

Q. What is your residence address, Mr. Criswell? A. 
No, 7 Shady Lane. 

Q. Is that in the city of Johnstown? A. Southmont Boro, 
adjoining the city. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. I am. 

Q. By whom? A. Bethlethem Steel Company. 

Q. And in the Cambria Plant? A. That’s right. 

Q. In what department? A. Forge and Axle. 

Q.What is your present occupation? A. General fore¬ 
man. 

Q. Of the Forge and Axle Department? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, as to the rest of your testi¬ 
mony, were you here when these other three gentlemen 
testified? 
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The Witness: I was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you were asked the same 
questions they were asked, would you have answered them 
substantially the same? 

15024 The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are excused, call 
your next witness. 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, except this 
one question. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) What was your position in March, 
1937? A. Shop turn foreman. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Broun: It will be understood the answer is sub¬ 
ject to that exception? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, call your next witness, 
let’s get the last witness. 

Mr, Broun: I understand, so that the record may be 
clear, Mr. Examiner, that you preclude me from com¬ 
pleting the examination? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, because it is understood 
that he would answer the same, he has testified that he 
would answer those questions the same as the previous 
witness. 

Mr. Broun: You recall when you suggested the stipula¬ 
tion before, I said I was glad to stipulate, but it didn’t 
seem to me that I should be required to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will take the onus of it. You 
are excused. 

15025 (Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. John E. Wass. 

John E, Wass a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What is your full name, Mr, Wass, 
and spell it, please? A. John E. Wass, J-o-h-n E. W-a-s-s. 

Q. And your residence address? A. 818 Broad Street. 

Q. Is that in the city of Johnstown? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Not at 
the present time. 

Q. When were you last employed? A. The last day I 
worked was November 30th. 

Q. For whom did you work? A. Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration. 

Q, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, or Bethlehem Steel 
Company? A. Bethlehem Steel Company. 

15026 Q. Where, Mr. Wass? A. Forge and Axle De¬ 
partment. 

Q. In the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your present status? A. I am a pensioner. 

Q. Of Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Does that mean you went on pension immediately 
after the last day you worked? A. The first day of De¬ 
cember. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your position immediately prior to your 
going on pension? A. Turn foreman, shop turn foreman. 

Q. In the Forge and Axle Department? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hold that position in March, 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Was there voting held under the Plan of Employees’ 
Representation in March, 1937? A. To the best of my 
knowledge, there was. 

Q. And nominations? Nominations and election? 

15027 A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you were asked the 
same questions that the other gentlemen have been asked, 
would you have answered them in substantially the same 
fashion? 

The Witness: I answer what I think is right, what is 
true, I will try and answer what he asked me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I mean, were you in there 
when Mr. Edwards and Mr. Howard— 

The Witness: Oh, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you hear the questions 
that were asked of them? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I did. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you hear the answers they 
gave? 

The Witness: Yes, I did. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: If you were asked the same 
questions, would you give substantially the same answers ? 

The Witness: Probably I would and probably I would 
not, I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You better go ahead, Mr. 
Broun. 

The Witness: I might have some other stoiy. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Wass, was there a place in 
your division where the voting was held? A. Yes, sir, 
there was. 

15028 Q. What was it called? A. Foreign Inspector’s 
oflSce. 

Q. At the time of the voting in the nominations 
and elections in March, 1937, in the Forge and Axle De¬ 
partment, did you ever tell anybody to vote? A. I did not. 

Q. Did anybody ever come to you and give you a list of 
names and asked you to get the men whose names were 
on the list to vote? A. No, sir, they did not. 

Q. Did anybody ever come to you and tell you the names 
of men and ask that you get them to vote? A. No, sir, 
they did not. 

Q. Prior to the voting, did you receive any instructions 
from any one of your superiors as to what you should or 
should not do with respect to voting? A. I did. 

Q. From whom? A. From Mr. Just, our general foreman. 

Q. And what were the instructions? A. Not to inter¬ 
fere in any way with the election. 

Q. Was there any one present at the same time Mr- 
Just told you that or at the time he told you that? A. 
Mr. Long, Mr. Curtis Long, was standing alongside of 
me when he told the both of us. I 

Q. What was his position at that time? A. Forge 

15029 turn foreman. 

Q. You were in the room when Mr. Howard tes¬ 
tified? A. In here? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir, I was. 

Q. And you heard him say that Mr. Just had died in | 
February, ’38? A. Yes, sir, I did. j 

Q. Is that correct as far as you know? A. Yes, sir, that j 
is correct. I 
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Q. Did you also hear Mr. Howard tell me the names of 
the men who had been foreman in the Forge and Axle Di¬ 
vision in March, 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Was there any one else who was a foreman whom he 
did not name except himself, of course? A. No, there 
wasn't, he named them all. 

Q. He named them all? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Cross-examination? 

Mr, Rose: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all, you are excused. 
(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten o’clock. 

15030 (Thereupon, at 5:35 o’clock p. m., April 11, 1938, 
the hearing was adjourned until ten o’clock a. m., 
April 12,1938.) 
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Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
Tuesday, April 12,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a.m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner, 

.\ppearances: 

Martin 1. Rose, Esq., and Earle K Shawe, Esq., 
(Washington, D. C..), Attorneys on behalf of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de 
Gersdorif, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N, Y., Attorneys an behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.), 
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Frank P. Hartman, Esq,, (Ebensbnrg, Pennsylvania), | 
on behalf of the Plan of Employees^ Representation 
at Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, 
Johnstovm, Pennsylvania, 

Morgan V, Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johns¬ 
town, Pennsylvania), of Counsel. I 


15035 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Brant, will you please take the stand? 

Willard W, Brant a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Will you give us your full name, 
please? A. Willard W. Brant. 

Q. How do you spell your name, Mr. Brant? A. W-i-1- 
1-a-r-d W. B-r-a-n-t. ] 

Q. Where do you live, Mr. Brant? A. 826 Cypress 
Avenue, Johnstown, Pa. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Where? A. In the Safety Department of Bethlehem I 
Steel Company, Johnstown. i 

Q. How long have you been employed at the Cambria | 
Plant? A. Since November 1916. j 

Q. Just what is your job? A. Safety Inspector 

15036 for the plant here, the local plant. My duties are to 
go through the plant and promote safety. 

Q. Well, just what do you do? A. Well, in case there is 
any unsafe practices taking place in the plant, I go to the 
foreman or the superintendent of that particular depart¬ 
ment and point the men out to him and if it is within his | 
power he will have them corrected as soon as possible. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record a minute. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Are you eligible to vote under the 
Plan of Representation, Mr. Brant? A. I am. 
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Q. Have you voted? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the elections and nominations under the Plan? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you ever had anything to do with the taking or 
preparation of minutes of meetings of the General Body 
held under the Plan of Eepresentation at the Cambria 
Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you have anything to do with the taking or prep¬ 
aration of such minutes at the present time? A. No, sir. 

Q. When did you cease having anything to do with 

15037 those minutes? A. February meeting in 1938 was 
the last meeting I attended. 

Q. Did you ever have anything to do with the taking or 
preparation of minutes of meetings of Joint Committees 
held under the Plan of Representation at the Cambria 
Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have anything to do with the preparation of 
such minutes now? A. No, sir. 

Q. WTien did you cease to have anything to do with the 
preparation of such minutes ? A. Probably a year ago. 

Q. WTien was the last meeting of the General Body held 
in respect of which you had something to do with the prep¬ 
aration of minutes? 

Mr. Rose: He testified to that. 

Mr. Ford: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he said February. 

Mr. Rose: February, 1938. 

Mr. Ford: I -withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you attend the last meeting, the 
most recent meeting of the General Body, Mr. Brant? 

15038 A. No, sir. 

Q. Prior to that time, did you have any conversa¬ 
tion with any one with reference to your attending that 
meeting? A. How long prior to that time? 

Q. Well, at any time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. With whom did you have that conversation? A. 
When I first started to take the minutes of the General 
Body, I was— 

Q. No, what I am trying to get at is this— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you had better rephrase 
the question. 

Mr. Ford: I will rephrase the question. 
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Q. (By Mr, Ford) Now, you have told us that the i 
February, 1938 meeting of the General Body was the last ! 
meeting in respect with which you had anything to do with 
the minutes. A. Yes, sir, 

15039 Q. Is that correct? A. Yes, sir, 

Q- There have been meetings of the General Body 
held since that time? A. I understand there have, yes, 

Q. But you haven’t personally attended them? A, No, 
sir. 

Q. Now, did you have any conversation with anyone with 
reference to your not attending the more recent meetings 
of the General Body, that is the meetings that have taken 
place since February? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And have there been any meetings? A. Yes, sir, 

Q With whom did you have that conversation? A. Mr. 
Williams. 

Q. Do you know his first name? A. Clare H. Williams. 

Q. What was the conversation? A. He told me prior to the 
recent meeting that was held that it would not be necessary 
for me to attend the General Body meetings from now on, 
due to the fact that they were going to try and have a record¬ 
ing secretary from the Body. 

15040 Q. To take the minutes? A. To take the minutes. 
Mr. Rose: I didn’t hear that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you recall when that conversation 
took place? A. Some time during March. j 

Q. This year? A. Of 1938, 

Q. Have you ever had anything to do with the minutes I 
of Standing Committees? A, No, sir, I 

Q. Do you recall when you first had anything to do with | 
the preparation of minutes of Joint Committee meetings? | 
A. Offhand I would say that was around December or | 
January of 1936. | 

Q. December, 1936, January, 1937? A. 1937. j 

Q. Well now, do you mean December, 1936 and January, I 
1937? A. Right. j 

Q. Do you recall when you first had anything to | 

15041 do with the preparation of minutes of General Body i 
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meetings? A. I recall when it took place, I don’t re¬ 
call the month. 

Q. Well, give us the month, approximately? A. About 
the same time that I started to take the Joint minutes. 

Q. Do you remember how it came about that you began 
to take part in the preparation of those minutes? A. Yes, 
sir, Mr. Roberts contacted me by telephone and asked me to 
be present at a meeting that was going to be held, due to 
the fact that Mr. Fisher, their recording secretary, was 
away, or he wasn’t able to contact him and I was to take 
his place for that meeting. 

Q. Do you recall whether that was a Joint Committee 
meeting or a General Body meeting? A. Joint. 

Q. Well, did you take minutes regularly from that time 
on or just occasionally? A. Regularly. 

Q. Regularly? A. Yes, unless there was a meeting that 
T didn’t know about and they would call someone else in, 
in case thev couldn’t locate me. 

Q. Well, do you know of any such instance having oc¬ 
curred since, say, the month of January, 1937? A. 

15042 No, sir. 

Q. Did anybody ever tell you when you first 
started to take the General Body minutes or first started to 
participate in the preparation of those minutes how long 
you would continue to take part in that work? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not there was an or¬ 
ganization or a reorganization meeting of the General Body 
some time in the spring of 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Prior to that time did you have a conversation with 
anybody with reference to your participating in the pepara- 
t;on of the minutes for that meeting? A. I did. 

Q. With whom did you have that conversation? A. Mr. 
Clare H. Williams. 

Q. What was his office at that time, if you can recall? 
A. So far as I can recollect, he was chairman of the Gen¬ 
eral Body. 

Q. Can you tell us what he told you? What the conversa¬ 
tion was? A. As far as I can remember, he told me that 
inasmuch as they are going to have a reorganization meet¬ 
ing he did not know if it was the wish of the Body to have 
me continue to take the minutes or not, but at the 

15043 same time I was to keep myself in readiness if they 
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I 

did decide that they wanted me. I did so and im¬ 
mediately after the meeting, in the meeting room, he sent 
me word that I was to appear to take the minutes. 

Q. Did the General Body give you a title at that time? 
A. I don’t remember if the General Body gave me a title 
at that time, but I was considered their clerk. j 

Q. Later on did you receive a title ? A, Some time later| 
on they decided to change my title from clerk to recording| 
secretary. I 

Q. You say “they.” By “they” who do you mean? A. 
The General Body. 

Q. Mr. Brant, when you first had to do with the prepara¬ 
tion of Joint Committee and General Body minutes, could 
you tell us just what you did at the meeting, or at any 
meeting that you had to do with? A. I just took notes in 
longhand. 

Q. Did those notes contain everything that was said at 
the meetings? A. No, sir. 

Q. Were they shorthand notes or longhand notes? A. 
Longhand notes. 

Q. What was the next thing that you did in connection 
with the minutes? A. Usually, the following day 
15044 after the meeting, I would transcribe those minutes 
and make a draft of what took place at the minutes 
of the preceding day in longhand. 

Q. Now, Mr. Brant, I am going to ask you a number of 
question from now on, and I would like you to understand 
that they relate to the period prior to May, 1937; then when 
I change over to a subsequent period I will indicate that to 
you. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was secretary of the General Body when you 
first started to have anything to do with the General Body 
minutes? A. John Dudash. 

Q. Did he have anything to do with the preparation of 
the minutes? A. He did not have anything in particular 
to do with the preparation of the minutes, but he always 
stopped in our office the next day with a bunch of notes 
that he had taken at the meeting, and when I would gol 
over my notes with him, if I omitted anything that we| 
thought should have been in the minutes, why, we woul<^ 
get together and put them in the draft. | 
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Q. Who was chairman of the General Body at that time? 
That is, when you first began to take the minutes or have 
to do with the minutes? A. Clare H. Williams. 

15045 Q. What, if anything, did he have to do with the 
minutes? A. Whenever I would write up my draft 

he would stop in my ofhce and we would go over the draft 
together, and if there was anything transpired at the meet¬ 
ing that I thought I had omitted, why, we would insert the 
items in my draft. 

Q. And then what would you do, if anything, that is you 
and ^Ir. Williams? A. Then Mr. Williams and I would go 
over to Mr. Roberts’ office and present my draft to Mr. 
Roberts and he would immediately call a stenographer and 
dictate the minutes from my draft to the stenographer, 
and she would prepare them for the mimeographing of the 
minutes. 

Q. Where was Mr. Williams when the dictation took 
place? A. He was right in Mr. Roberts’ office. 

Q. And where were you? A. Alongside of him. 

Q. For liow many of the meetings prior to May was the 
procedure that you just outlined, that is, for how many 
general meetings prior to May was the precedure you just 
outlined before you began to have to do with the General 
Body minutes? A. I did not understand the question. 

Mr. Ford: I will withdraw the question. 

15046 Q. (By Mr. Ford) Was there any meeting of the 
General Body prior to the month of May for which 

you took notes of the minutes, that the procedure you just 
outlined was not followed? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: You mean, May, 1937? 

Mr.Ford: Yes. May, 1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Brant, I show you Respondents’ 
Exhibit 169 which— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Brant, I have in my hand Respon¬ 
dents ’ Exhibits 169-A to 169-1) which are minutes of a 
General Body meeting prior to the time that you say you 
had anything to do with those minutes. I want to call 
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your attention to certain language that appears at the top, 
“Bethlehem Steel Company, Cambria Plant. Minutes of 
the General Body meeting of Employees^ Representa¬ 
tives,” and I want to ask you whether that language ap¬ 
peared at the top of the final minutes in the final form that 
you had to do with up until—that is, prior to the month 
of May, 1937? A. As far as I can recollect, there 

15047 is always the same heading at the top of all the min¬ 
utes. 

Q. Did you have that heading on your draft? A. 

15048 No, sir. 

Q. Do you know when that heading was put on the 
minutes? A. In Mr. Roberts’ ofiSce. He used the regular 
heading for every set of General Body minutes, and when 
he started to dictate to the stenographer, he would start 
to dictate in the regular fonn, with that heading. 

Q. Did Mr. Roberts make any changes from the draft 
that you prepared? A. None, except sometimes he would, | 
maybe, use a little better English than what I had used, j 

Q. After you left Mr. Roberts' office, did you subse¬ 
quently see a mimeographed copy of the minutes that you 
had taken yourself at the General Body? A. I did. 

Q. That is prior to the month of May, 1937? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Where did you see the mimeographed copy? A. I 
received a copy through the mail. 

Q. Did you ever read it? A. Always. 

Q. How did the mimeographed copies that you received 
compare with what Mr. Roberts dictated? 

Mr. Rose: Oh, that is objected to, how they compared. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Were there any differences between 
the mimeographed copy you received and what Mr. Roberts 
dictated to the stenographer? A. None, except prob- 

15049 ably sometimes he would use a word that I had used 
improperly, to make the English— 

Q. I don’t know that you understood my question. Were 
there any differences between the mimeographed copy and 
what Mr. Roberts dictated to the stenographer? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. As far as you know? A. No, sir. 

Q. Can you outline for us briefly the procedure that 
was followed in the preparation of the minutes of Joint! 
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Committee meetings that you had to do with? A. The out¬ 
line of the Joint Committee meetings was similar to what 
they were for the General Body meetings. 

Q. Did John Dudash have anything to do with the Joint 
Committee meetings ? A. If he was chairman or secretary 
of the respective meeting, he did have. 

Q. How about Clare Williams? A. It—the same thing. 

Q. Meetings, at which they were neither chairman nor 
secretary, what procedure was followed for the prepara¬ 
tion of those minutes? A. The same as for the General 
Body meetings. The secretary would take notes all through 
the meeting on certain items, and he would contact 

15050 me the next day, and we would go over our notes 
together to make sure we had everything in our min¬ 
utes that took place at the meeting, as far as we could recol¬ 
lect. 

Q. Do you know what, if anything, Mr. Roberts had to do 
with Joint Committee minutes that you took? A. Up until 
May, 1937? 

Q. Up until May, 1937,1 mean. A. I took my draft over 
to Mr. Roberts for the Joint meetings usually myself, and 
he called a secretary or a stenographer in there and dic¬ 
tated them in the same manner as he did the General Body 
minutes, in my presence. 

Q. Did he ever make any changes in the draft you 
brought over? A. No, sir, 

Q. Any changes of any sort? A. None, except maybe a 
word, now and then, of English. 

Q. How about the formal parts, that is, the heading of 
the minutes? A. There was the regular heading for the 
Joint minutes, the same as there was for the General Body 
minutes, and that was always put in over there. I never 
put the heading in because it just took extra time for me 
when I was writing up my draft. 

Q. Did you ever see any minutes for Joint Committee 
meetings that you took prior to May, 1937, in mimeo- 

15051 graphed form? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were you when you saw them? A. In 
my office. 

Q. Do you know how they happened to get to your office? 
A. Through the mail. 

Q. Did you ever read them? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. How did they compare with what Mr. Roberts dictated 
in your presence? A. Just the same as he dictated, 

Q. Mr. Brant, I am not limiting my question to the period 
prior to May, but I am asking you generally to tell what 
you put in the notes that you took at the meetings of 
the General Body or of Joint Committees that were held at 
anv time that vou took notes of the minutes. What sort 
of matter would vou make a note of? A. Whenever there 
is any form of discussion whatsoever, why, I would take 
as much of the discussion in longhand as I possibly could, 
and if there were any motions made on either one of the 
meetings I would have them repeat the motion slowly so 
that I could get the motion word for word for my minutes. 

Q. Mr. Brant, did Mr. Roberts or Mr. Evans or anybody 
representing the management ever suggest to you or 

15052 advise you or request you to omit anything from 
any minutes? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, 

Mr. Rose: The word ‘^suggest”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Ford: Will you read the question, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: They did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did any such person, that is, Mr. 
Roberts, Mr. Evans or anybody representing the manage¬ 
ment ever order or direct you to omit anything from those 
minutes? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, the questions I have been asking you for the 
last few minutes, Mr. Brant, have dealt with the period 
prior to May, 1937. Did you have a conversation with 
Mr, Williams during the month of April with reference to 
a change that was to be made in the procedure of taking 
minutes? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, can you tell us what he told you at that time? 
A. He came to me during that time and said that 

15053 there would be a change in the writing up of the 
General Body minutes from now on, and they would 
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be no longer mimeographed, but would have to be written 
in a minute book in longhand, and he presented me a min¬ 
ute book for that purpose. 

Q. Have you ever written minutes of the General Body 
in that minute book? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After this conversation that you had with Mr. Wil¬ 
liams, were the minutes ever mimeographed, so far as you 
know? A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Can you tell us how they were preserved after that 
conversation? In other words, what form they were finally 
put into? A. You mean, my minute book? 

Q, Yes. A. I kept the minute book in my desk at all 
times unless the chairman of the General Body or the 
secretary, would request the book, under lock and key. 

Q. Were there any minutes of General Body meetings 
held after this conversation that you had with Mr. Williams 
that were not put in the minute books? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, I am going to ask you a number of questions, 
Mr. Brant, relating to the period after this conversa- 

15054 tion you had with Mr. Williams. Unless I indicate 
to the contrary, I would like you to understand that 

that is the period of time I am talking about. 

Just what did you do in the General Body meetings with 
reference to the minutes as to meetings held after this con¬ 
versation with Mr. Williams? A. I took the notes just the 
same as I did prior to that time, and after the meeting 
I would write up my minutes in a form of a draft, pencil 
copy, and then I would—when I would have my draft com¬ 
pleted I would notify Mr. Williams to come in to go over 
this draft with me, and if there was any omissions or any 
change that should have been made that I did not get cor¬ 
rectly, we would insert that change in my draft, and after 
that I would copy them in my minute book from my draft. 

Mr. Ford: Would you read back that answer, please, 
Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

15055 Q. (By Mr, Ford) How long after the meeting 
did you prepare the draft, Mr. Brant? A. Usually 

the following day. 
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Q. Did you ever prepare the draft at any later period? 
A. Never later than two or three days. 

Q. Did you take down everything that you wanted put 
in the minutes in your notes at the time of the meeting? 
A. As far as I could get in longhand. 

Q. Well, does that mean that you could get everything? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Would you put those matters into your draft? A. 
From memory I would, yes. 

Q. In going over the draft with Mr. Williams, did you 
over discuss matters that you had put into the draft that 
was not in the notes that Mr. Williams thought did not 
occur at the meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was done with those items? A. We usually 
would put brackets around those items in my draft, in¬ 
dicating that they should be omitted when I copied my 
minutes. 

Q. Into the minute-book? A. Into the minute-book. 

Q. Did you ever show the minute-book that you have 
been referring to to anybody representing the man- 
15056 agement? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: What was that question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever consult Mr. Evans or 
Mr. Roberts or anybody of the management concerning 
the minutes that you put into the minute-book? A. No, 
sir. 

Mr. Rose: Can we know what was meant by “consult 
What counsel meant by “consult”? 

Mr. Ford: I will put another question. 

Q. (By Mr, Ford) Did you ever have any conversation 
with Mr. Evans or Mr. Roberts or anybody else represent¬ 
ing the management about what you put into that minute- 
book? A. No, sir. 

Q. How long since you had this minute-book in your 
custody, Mr. Brant? A. You mean the one that I wrote— 

Q. The General Body minutes. A. Last April, 1937. 

Q. You don’t have it in your custody now, do you? A. Up 
until March, 1938. 
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Q. What happened to it at that time? A. I turned it 
over to Mr. Williams. 

15057 Q. Did you ever have a conversation, Mr. Brant, 
with anybody with reference to the payment of your 

time spent in connection writh the preparation of minutes 
of meetings held under the Plan of Representation? A. 
I did. 

Q. With w’hom did you have the first of such conversa¬ 
tion? A. Mr. Williams. 

Q. Can you fix the time of that? A. Some time last sum¬ 
mer. 

Q. Can you tell us what the conversation was? A. Well, 
Mr. Williams met me last summer one day in the plant and 
he started to tell me that from time to time, or that from 
that time on, they would, it would be necessary for the 
General Body to pay a clerk for taking the minutes, and 
he asked me if I would continue to take those minutes 
and be paid for taking them just the same as I had been 
before. 

Q. Did he say by whom the recording secretary would 
be paid ? A. He said by the General Body. 

Q. Did he mention any amount to you? A. He said the 
General Body would pay five dollars per month for taking 
the minutes. 

Q. What, if anything, did you say? A. I said it 

15058 was satisfactory as far as I was concerned, but I 
would talk to my superior about it, as far as my 

time was concerned. 

Q. Well now, were you paid for any of the General Body 
meetings, the minutes of which you prepared or helped 
prepare? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Wliat was the first meeting that you were paid for? 
A. April, 1937. 

Q. In other words, it was made retroactive, was it? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Now, was there any change made in the compensation 
that you received from the company for the months that 
General Body meetings were held? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In connection with which you took minutes? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What was the change there? A. Five dollars per 
month. 
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Q. More or less? A. Less. 

Q. For what month? A. Starting with the month of 
April up until the month of April, 1938. 

Q. That is starting with the month of April, 1937? 

15059 A. 1937. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, I am not clear, 
what was that word “less” that was used? Did he say 
“more or less”? 

^Ir. Ford: Less, he said there was a five-dollar change 
and I said more or less, and he said “less”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see, you mean in other 
words, he received five dollars less from the company? 

Q. (By 'Mr. Ford) Now, I think you said you had some 
conversation with a superior about this conversation that 
you had with Mr. Williams, is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have such a conversation? A. I did. 

Q. With whom? A. Mr. S. D. Evans. 

Q, What was the conversation? A. Well, Mr. Williams 
told me that if the General'Body paid me five dollars per 
month— 

Q. "Mr. Williams told you? A. He said— 

Q. Mr. Williams or Mr. Evans? A. Mr. Williams men¬ 
tioned it first, that the management may see fit to adjust 
your salary. I said, “Well, before I would accept 

15060 that I would see my superior,” which was S. D. Evans 
and I did. 

Q. 'V\Tiat did Mr. Evans say? A. Mr. Evans said, “Well, 
if you are going to continue to take the minutes of the 
General Body and be away from your regular employment 
and the General Body is going to pay you for such time, 
it will be necessary to make the same adjustment in your 
salary per month.” 

Q. By “same adjustment” what do you mean? A. My 
salary check would be five dollars less per month. 

Q. Now can you tell us, Mr. Brant, how much time you 
spent on the General Body minutes for each meeting tibat 
you had to do with, how many hours in all? A. Approxi¬ 
mately I would say five hours a month. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, is that responsive? 
I understood your question was to meeting—or did I mis¬ 
understand— 
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Mr. Ford: Read the question, please, Mr, Reporter, 
my question may be ambiguous. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You were referring to a speci¬ 
fic meeting, and the witness was answering in terms of a 
month. Perhaps you can clear that up. 

Mr. Ford: I may clear that up. 

15061 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you can. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How much time did you spend 
on each set of General Body minutes that you worked on, 
Mr. Brant? A. On the average of five hours for each 
set of minutes. 

Q. Mr. Brant, during the time that you have taken min¬ 
utes of meetings held under the Plan of Representation— 
now I am not limiting my question to any particular period 
of time—has anybody apart from the representatives them¬ 
selves ever made any suggestions to you as to what should 
go into the minutes or what you should leave out of the 
minutes? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) During that time, has anybody apart 
from the representatives themselves ever given you any 
orders or directions as to what should go into the minutes 
or as to what you should leave out of the minutes? A. No, 
sir. 

15062 Q. During all of that time, has anybody apart 
from the representatives ever requested you or ad¬ 
vised you to put anything into the minutes or take any¬ 
thing out of the minutes? A. No, sir. 

Q. During that period of time, has anybody apart from 
representatives themselves ever requested you or advised 
you or ordered or directed you to make any changes in the 
minutes? A. No, sir. 

Q. During that period of time, has anybody besides the 
representatives themselves ever suggested to you that you 
make any changes in the minutes? A. No, sir. 

Q. Mr. Brant, I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 178-A to 
178-E, which is a photostat of certain minutes, and ask you 
to tell us in whose handwriting those minutes are. 
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(Thereupon, the document above referred to was passed 
to the witness.) 

A. My own handwriting. 

Q. As I understand, those minutes were written in the 
minute book, is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. This minute book that you have been talking about? 
A. Yes, sir. 

15063 Q. Do you know when you wrote them into the 
minute book? A. Not exactly, no. 

Q. Well, I call your attention to the date, June 11, 1937, 
that appears on the first sheet, and ask you if that will 
refresh your recollection as to the approximate time that 
you entered those minutes in the minute book? A. Well, 
T wrote up my draft right after this meeting and it might 
have been several days before I copied the draft into my 
minute book, 

Q. Now, T want to call you attention to the right half 
of the fifth line on page 11, which is marked in pencil, 
“Respondents’ Exhibit 178-C for Identification.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford, I would suggest that 
for this purpose you use the original minutes. 

Mr, Ford: Verv well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Instead of photostats. 

(Thereupon, the document referred to was passed to Mr. 
Ford.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Brant, I am going to show you 
the original minute book containing—of which the third 
sheet of Respondents’ Exhibit 178-A to 178-E is a photo¬ 
stat, the third sheet of the exhibit is numbered 11 and has 
apparently in pencil the indication Respondents’ Exhibit 
178-C for Identification. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is understood 

15064 that Respondents’ Exhibit 178-A to E comprise a 
photostatic document comprising six pages, no, five 

pages, and that Mr. Ford is showing the witness that part 
of the exhibit which is marked 178-C. 

My suggestion was to show him the original minute book 
instead of the photostats. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Brant, I want to direct your at¬ 
tention to the fifth line on page 11 of the minute book of 
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which the third sheet of the exhibit that the Examiner has 
just referred to is a photostatic copy and ask you if you 
can tell us whether or not there is an erasure on the right 
half of that line, that is the fifth line on that page. 

(Thereupon, the document referred to was passed to the 
•witness.) 

A. There is. 

Q. Now, will you look at the next line, the portion of the 
next line where the words ‘^Rep., Evans,” are contained 
and I ask you if there is an erasure there. A. There was, 
yes. 

Q. Do you know who made that erasure? 

Mr. Rose: Well, which one is counsel referring to? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it is apparently one con¬ 
tinuous thing, that is, it runs off page 5,1 mean, line 5, and 
then runs on to line 6. Did you get the question? 
15065 The question is, who made the erasure? 

The Witness: I would rather it he re-read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

Mr. Ford: Re-read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I did. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Do you recall what appeared on the 
portions of the page that I have just indicated prior to 
the time that you made the erasure? A. I do not. 

Q. Do you recall how it came about that you made that 
erasure? A. T don’t recall, but there were several errors 
made that I made erasures due to the fact that is was some¬ 
times when the chairman of the General Body and I would 
go over the minutes we would place brackets around certain 
sections that I thought had taken place in the meeting and 
had not. 

Q. That is, certain sections of the draft? A. Certain sec¬ 
tions of the draft and it was probably copied in there when 
it should not have been. 

Q. Did you ever make any other type of error in copying 
from the draft into the minute book? A. I did. 

151)66 Q. What other sort of errors did you make? A. 
Well, I several times, I would write the wrong word 
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in the minute book and after looking over, looking back 



or misspelled a word, something in that nature. It is very 
easy to make an error when you are copying in longhand 
from a draft. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see that, please? 


(The document referred to was thereupon passed to the 
Trial Examiner.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever make any other era¬ 
sures in that minute book, Mr. Brant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you use to make the erasures with? A. 
W^ell, sometimes I used an erasure, sometimes I used a 
scratcher and sometimes I used a knife. 

Q. Do you recall what you used in connection with the 
particular erasure that we have just been talking about? 
A. No, sir, I do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is a scratcher, Mr. Brant ? 

The Witness: Well, a desk scratcher is all, it is with a 
liandle on it and a blade. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I see, it is really a form of 
a knife, then? 

The Witness: Form of a knife, yes. 

15067 Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you ever use this 
ink? 

Mr. Jones: Eradicator? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Eradicator, you know, where 
you first put on No. 1, then dry it, then you put on No. 2 and 
then dry it and all of a sudden the ink is gone? 

The Witness: I have used that years ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, you didn’t use it in con¬ 
nection with this? 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) WTien did you, in reference to the 
time when you were entering the minutes in the minute 
book, 'when did you make these erasures that you just re¬ 
ferred to? A. Wliile I was copying my minutes in my 
minute book. 

Q. WTiat sort of matter did you erase? A. In what sort 
of manner, did you say? 
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Q. No, what sort of a thing did you erase? A. I don’t 
know what I erased in this particular instance. 

Q. Well, was it matter that was in the draft? 

Mr. Rose: Well, that’s objected to, Mr. Examiner, he 
doesn’t say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he doesn’t know. 

Mr. Rose: He said he didn’t know what it is. 

Mr. Ford: Well, I think that— 

15068 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think if you will re¬ 
frame your question. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever erase anything from 
the minute book that was not in the draft that you and Mr. 
Williams had agreed upon? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: Well, now, T object to that question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, it is too broad. 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, he has already testified that 
there were certain things in brackets that he and Williams 
went over the minutes on and they agreed hadn’t happened 
at the meeting, or they did not have a correct interpreta¬ 
tion and they agreed to eliminate them and he also said that 
as he copied them that matter that he had vnn over into the 
brackets, sometimes he wouldn’t see it, see the brackets. 

Mr. Rose: Yes, but he has also said that he doesn’t know 
what this particular erasure was, so how can he make any 
statement about it as to whether it was in a bracket or 
wasn’t in a bracket? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I vnW let the answer stand. 

Mr. Ford: No, he has told us— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have ruled. 

Mr. Ford: He said he made errors in copying. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have ruled, Mr. Ford, 

15069 T will let the answer stand. 

Mr. Ford: Very well, Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Ford) Mr. Brant, I want to show you the 
original of which the first sheet of Respondents’ Exhibit 
178-A to E is a photostatic copy, which is page 9 of the 
General Body minute book, and ask you if there are any 
erasures on that. 

(Thereupon, the document referred to was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. There are. ' 
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Q. Any erasures on that page? A. There are. 

Q. At what point in the page is the erasure? A, In the 
fourth line from the top. 

Q. Can you tell us specifically? A. The date of the meet¬ 
ing. 

Q. Well, what part of the date, in connection with what 
part of that date is there an erasure? A. The date of the 
month. 

Q. In other words, the number 11? A. Number 11. 

Q. Do you recall how that particular erasure came about? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, tell us about it, A. When I copied these min¬ 
utes I copied a 10 in there instead of 11,1 remember 

15070 that. 

Q. And who made the erasure? A. I did. 

Q. And who wrote No. 11 in? A. I did. 

Q. And in reference to the time that you wrote the rest 
of the minutes, when did you write that No. 11? I mean, 
the rest of the minutes of that particular meeting? A. I 
don't get that question. 

Q. Well, with reference to the time that you wrote into 
the minute book the balance of the minutes for that meet¬ 
ing, when did you make the erasure that you have just 
mentioned? A. I discovered the inistake immediately when 
1 was writing the date there and it was necessary for me 
to erase it and put the correct date in there. 

Q. Was that before or after you wrote— A. Before I 
continued on with any more of the nainntes. I 

Q. Mr. Brant, will you look at the word “Representa- I 
tion", which begins at the end of line 20, on page 12 | 
in the minute book and the beginning of line 13 on page 12 | 
of the minute book, which is the fourth sheet of Respon- | 
dents' Exhibit 178-A to E, and tell me whether there is any 
erasure in connection with that word Representation”? 
A. There is. 

15071 Q. Wlien was that erasure made, if you know? A. 
Ijnmediately after I wrote the word in there, I mean 

I corrected it immediately after I discovered the mistake, 
the error, before I wrote any more of the minutes in this 
book. 

Q. You made that erasure, did you? A. Yes, sir. j 
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Q. Now, will yon look at the sixth line from the bottom 
of the page and tell me whether or not there is a correc¬ 
tion in that line? A. There is. 

Q. AMiat is the nature of that correction? A. There 
was one word omitted. 

Q. What word was that? A. It should have been “lose’’, 
I misspelled the word and I inserted the word later on. 

Q. "UTiat word did you insert? A. Loose. 

Q. Is there any erasure on that line, as far as you know? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Will you turn to the third page in the minute book, 
Mr. Brant, page 3, of which the second page of Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 182-A to G is the photostatic copy, and look 
at the word “representative” in the fifteenth line, the word 
“representative” which immediately precedes the 

15072 word “Mitchell”. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And tell me whether or not a correction has 
been made in connection wnth that word. A. There has 
been. 

Q. What’s the nature of that correction? A. I mis¬ 
spelled the word “representation”. 

Q. And how did you make the correction ? A. I omitted 
the“t”. 

Q. Misspelled the word what— A. I omitted the “t” 
in the first place, and later on placed it in there. 

'Mr. Ford: Will you read back the answer that, “I mis¬ 
spelled the word”, or something or other. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Representation? A. Representative, 
it is, that is my error. 

Q. And how did you correct it? A. By inserting a “t” 
in the word. 

Q. Did yon make any erasure there? A. No, sir. 

Q. Look at the word “representative”, which im¬ 
mediately precedes the word “Davies” in the line im- 

15073 mediately following that and tell me whether or not 
there has been a correction made in connection with 

that word. A. There has been, the same as the one preced¬ 
ing the word “Mitchell”. 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7491 


Q. Was the same error made in the spelling of that word? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who made those two corrections? A. I did. 

Q. With reference to the time that the minutes of that 
meeting were entered into the minute book by you, when 
were those corrections made? A. As far as I can recol¬ 
lect, immediately. 

Q. At the same time? A. Yes, sir. 

15074 Q. Mr. Brant, will you turn to page 6 of the min¬ 
ute-book, of which the fifth sheet of Respondents’ 

Exhibit 182-A to G is a photostatic copy, and look at the 
word “published” sixteen lines from the bottom. A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Can you tell us whether or not a correction was made 
in connection with that word? A. There has been. 

Q. Was there an erasure there? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who made the erasure? A. I did. 

Q. With reference to the time you entered those minutes 
into the minute-book, when was that erasure made? A. 
Tmmediatelv. 

Q. Mr. Brant, these past few days have you had occa¬ 
sion to look at that particular word through a magnifying 
glass? A. I have. 

Q. Were you able to determine from doing that what had 
been written at that point? A. No, sir. 

0. Before the erasure was made? A. No, sir, I had not. 
Q. Going back to page 11 of the minute-book, which 

15075 is the third sheet of Respondents’ Exhibit 178-A to 
E, the erasure vou referred to in the fifth and sixth 

lines on that page, can you tell me whether or not you had 
occasion within the past few days to look at that erasure 
through a magnifying glass? A. I did. 

Q. Were you able to determine what had been written 
there prior to the time the erasure was made? A. No, sir. 

Q. Will you look at the words “Rep. Evans,” the sixth 
line, and tell me in whose handwriting those words are? 
A. My own handwriting. 

Q. And in whose handwriting is the rest of the page? 
A. My own. 

Q. In whose handwriting is the preceding part of the 
page? A. My own. 
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Trial Exanihier Bloom: Suppose we take a brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a titteen-miiuite recess was taken, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Brant, coming back to the era¬ 
sure in the fifth and sixth lines on page 11 of the minute- 
book of which Respondents’ Exhibit 178-C is a photostatic 
copy, 1 want you to tell us when, with reference to 

15076 the time the erasure was made, you wrote the words, 
“asked who was privileged to picket,” in the sixth 

line? A. Immediately after the erasure was made I wrote 
the remainder of this page of the minutes. 

Q. Now, when with reference to the time the erasure was 
made did yon write the words “Rep. Evans” in the si.xth 
line? A. Immediately following the erasure, and prior to 
the time that I wrote the rest of this page. 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose. 

Fross Examination 

Q. (By ^Ir. Rose) Now, when was the first time that 
you took any notes of the meeting held under the Plan of 
Employees’ Representation? A. I would say along in De¬ 
cember, 1936, or January, 1937. 

Q. Now, you described the procedure you went through 
with reference to the preparation of minutes. Now, how 
did you learn what that procedure was? A. MTiy, I asked 
the chairman of the General Body what procedure they had 
followed, and I had taken minutes of various meetings, not 
of the General Body or any meetings connected with the 
employees’ representation, prior to that time. 

15077 Q. Do you recall when that conversation took 
place ? A. No, I do not. 

Q. Was that immediately after the first time you took 
notes of meetings? A. The first place I served as an em¬ 
ployees’ representative, prior to the time I took minutes, I 
knew a little something about it. 

Mr. Ford: May I have that answer read back, Mr. 
Reporter? 
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(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth,) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When were you an employees’repre¬ 
sentative f A. I could not tell you what year it was; a 
number of years ago. 

Q. Was it a number of years prior to the time you took 
notes at meetings for the first time? A, Several years; 
yes, sir. 

Q. Had you been any secretary of the committee or sec¬ 
retary of the General Body? A. I was secretary of the 
General Body when I was a representative. 

Q. And after the first time you took minutes or notes of 
what occurred at tiie meeting, and I am referring to the 
period when you were not an employees’ represen- 

15078 tative, what did you do with your notes? A. After 
I wrote up my minutes? 

Q. Going back to December of 1936 or January of 1937 
when you say you took notes of meetings. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As I understand it, you were not an employees’ repre¬ 
sentative at that time? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, immediately after the first time you took notes 
of the meeting, where did you take these notes? What did 
you do with them? A. I took them with me to my office. 

Q. Did you take them in a book? A. Some form of a 
book, yes. 

Q. What kind of a book did you use to take notes? A. 
A notebook. 

Q. Where did you obtain the notebook? A. The first 
notebook I obtained from Mr. Roberts. 

Q. Now, when did you obtain that notebook? A. The 
first time that I took minutes. 

Q. Was that immediately before the meeting? A. When 
he gave me the notebook? 

15079 Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And where did he give you the notebook? A. 
I don’t remember if it was in his office or outside the meet¬ 
ing room. I do not recall. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with him? A. I did 
when he asked me to take the minutes; yes, sir, 

Q. Well, what did he say when he asked you to take the 
minutes? A. He contacted me by telephone, just as I said, 
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prior to this time, that I was to be present and take those 
minutes. 

Q. Between the time you left the meeting with your notes 
and the time you started working on the draft, did you 
discuss the meeting with anybody? A. Sometimes with the 
chairman. 

Q. And with anybody else! A. And with the secretary. 
Q. With anybody else! A. No, sir. 

Q. And where did you prepare the draft that you re¬ 
ferred to? A. Well, most of the time I prepared the draft 
in our own office. Sometimes I took my notes home with 
me and prepared them at home. 

15080 Q. IMien you referred to your own office, what do 
you mean? A. That is the office I work out of, the 

Safety Department office. 

Q. "UTiere is the Safety Department office? A. Next to 
the Penn Traffic, over there. 

Q. The building on Washington Street, opposite the 
Cambria Free Library? A. That is right. 

Mr. Jones; T\Tiat time are you referring to? 

Mr. Rose: Prior to May, 1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Is that what you understood me to 
mean? A. No, sir. 

Q. What time did you understand me to say? A. Con¬ 
tinuously during the course of the time I was taking these 
minutes. When I first started to take the minutes I was 
over in the new General Office Building. 

Q. And when were you moved to the old general office? 
A. Probably about a month of two afterwards. 

Q. After what? A. After I started to take the minutes. 
Q. And you did the work on the minutes at what you 
called “our office^’? A. The old general office. 

15081 Q. That is, the old general office on Washington 
Street, opposite the Cambria Street Library; is that 

correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that where your office is at the present time? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. And "was it there during the entire year of 1937 ? 

Mr. Ford: Well now, Mr. Examiner, I think he said he 
moved over there a couple of months after he started to 
take minutes, and he started to take minutes in December 
or January. 
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Mr. Rose: I will withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Since you moved over to the old gen¬ 
eral office building on Washington Street, has your office 
been in that building? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You stated that you kept the minute-book in your 
desk. Do you refer to the desk that you have in that office? 
A. Certainly. 

Q. During the entire year 1937 was Mr. Evans your 
superior? A. Not my immediate superior. 

Q. But does your department come under his jurisdic¬ 
tion? A. Yes, sir. 

15082 Q. Who is your immediate superior? A. Mr. H. 
W. Darr. 

Q. '\^^len ^Ir. Williams would go over your draft of the 
minutes, the question you and he discussed w^as whether 
or not he agreed with what you had written, was it not? 
A. Principally so, yes. 

Q. And the same applies to Mr. Dudash? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jones: May T ask to have that question clarified? 
Agreed as to what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions and an¬ 
swers as above set forth.) 

Mr. Jones: Agreed as to what? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As to what had been written. 
Mr. Jones: As to what had happened at the meeting, or 
what should be in the minutes, irrespective of what hap¬ 
pened in the meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Obviously, if people go over the 
minutes, they agree as to whether or not the minutes are 
correct or not. 

Mr. Jones: I imagine so. 

Trial Examiner Bloon:: Suppose you give us your idea, 
Mr. Brant. What did you agree? 

The W^itness: WHien we went over the minutes to- 

15083 gether we agreed whether the minutes I had just 
written up were what took place at the meeting, that 

particular set of minutes. 

Q. Did you also agree as to what should or should not 
go in the minutes? A. Well, if there was anything said 
at any time which it was very rarely that I do not have, he 
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would tell me of another instance that took place at the 
meeting that probably slipped my mind, and I inserted it. 

Q. Did he ever tell you to leave anything out of the 
minutes? A, No, sir. 

Q. Or something that did not agree with what you had 
written down? A. Sometimes I would get the wrong mean¬ 
ing from a statement that was made, and we had to re¬ 
phrase it, sometimes, so that it would correspond with what 
really did take place at the meeting. With his memory and 
mine put together, we could usually think of more of those 
things than just me myself. 

Q. Now, prior to May, 1937, no deduction was made by 
the company for the time you spent working in connection 
with these minutes? A. No, sir. 

Q. I meant, deduction from your salary. You so 

15084 understood me, didn’t you? A. That is what I 
understood; yes, sir. 

Q. Since May, and I am referring to the times when you 
were present and took notes of what occurred at the meet¬ 
ings of the General Body, when did those meetings occur? 

Mr. Ford: Could I have that question read back, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I am referring to the time of the day, of 
course. 

The Witness: Well, I can’t remember that just offhand, 
I know that the time had been changed once or twice. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, I don’t ask you for the exact 
time, did it occur in the afternoon? A. In the afternoon. 

Q. During the same period of time what were your work¬ 
ing hours ? A. From eight to twelve and one to five. 

Q. And when you had to go to a meeting did you report 
to anybody? A. I always told my superior where I was 
when I wasn’t on duty for him. 

Q. Well, when you went to a meeting, did you re- 

15085 poll to your superior? A. That is just what I said. 

Q. What would you say to him? A. I told him 
where I was going. 

Q. And what superior would you report to? A. Mr. 
Darr. 
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Q. Do you know whether another man was put in your 
place? A. There was not. 

Q. But you were excused from your work for that period 
of time, is that correct? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. I am refering to the period of time that you were at 
the meeting. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, if the meeting ended before five o’clock did you 
return to work? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. How are you paid, Mr. Brant? A. By the month, 

Q. Is it straight salary? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Now if the meeting which you attended, the meeting 
of the General Body since May lasted until six o’clock, did 
you report to your ofl&ce? 

Mr. Ford: Just a minute, Mr. Examiner, I don’t 

15086 think there is any showing that any meeting lasted 
until six o’clock. 

Mr. Rose: I said “if”, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, do you know if any meet¬ 
ings lasted beyond five o’clock, Mr. Brant? 

The Witness: I don’t remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, if the meeting did last after 
five o’clock, would you report to your office immediately 
after the meeting? 

Mr. Ford: Will you read that question, please, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: Well, that is hypothetical, Mr. Examiner, 
there is no showing that there was any such meeting, I think 
it is immaterial what this witness would have done if that 
had happened, if it ever did happen. There is no showing 
that this ever did happen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long did the meetings of the 
General Body last, and I am referring to the period after 
May, 1937 ? A. From two to three hours. 

Q, Do you recall what— A. They varied. 

15087 Q. Do you recall at what time they would start? 
A, Well, I said a little while ago that some of them 

started at one o’clock, sometimes they started at 1:30 and 
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the time was changed periodically to suit the General Body. 

Mr. Rose: Can I have that minute-book? 

Mr. Jones: Yes. 

(The document referred to was passed to Mr. Rose.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to the minute-book 
in which you say you wrote minutes did you write anything 
in that book other than the minutes of the General Body? 
A. There is nothing in there, is there? 

Q. I don’t know, I haven’t seen the book except what 
is put in evidence. A. That is what it was given to me for, 
and that is what I used it for, Mr. Attorney. 

Q. Is that the only thing you wrote in the book? A. 
Absolutely. 

Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 182-A to G, and di¬ 
rect your attention to Exhibit A which appears to be the 
first page of the minutes of May, 1937 meeting of the Gen¬ 
eral Body, and direct your attention to the asterisks in ink 
on the extreme left-hand side of the page, and ask you if 
you put them there? 

(Document referred to was passed to witness.) 

15088 Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand what 
Mr. Rose was referring to, Mr. Brant? 

The Witness: Yes, sir, I do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just those four asterisks? 

The Witness: Yes, I am trying to recall. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, his question is not what 
they are there for, but when you put them there, do you 
recall that? 

The Witness: That is what I don’t remember, I don’t 
know if I put those there or not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: I can’t answer that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You mean you don’t know? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Do you know who put them there ? A. No, sir. 

Q. You don’t? A. I might have put them there, for all 
I know. 

Q. But you don’t know whether you did or not? A. No. 
sir. 
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Q. Do you know what those asterisks mean on that page? 

A. Well, it usually refers to a note some place else, as far 
as I can recall. 

15089 Mr, Ford: Could I have that answer, please, Mr. 
Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: That is what I was trying to look at 
there when I looked through those minutes to see if there 
was anything there, but I can’t see anything. 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) Well, do you know what these aster¬ 
isks on the page that I refer to mean? A. That is just 
what I answered, I answered you, I said that is usually 
what they represent, but I don't know if I put them there I 
or somebody else put them there. I 

Q. You don't know what they mean? A. Not on that | 
page, I don’t, no. | 

Q. Well, would yon like to examine the other pages of | 
the minutes? A. That is what I was doing a minute ago. I 

Q. Oh, you did examine all of the pages of the minutes? 

A. I looked through— 

Mr. Ford: Excuse me, a minute. I object to the use of 
this minute-book, it is not in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That book certainly is in evi¬ 
dence, those pages certainly are in evidence. 

Mr. Ford: I understand that the photostatic copies have 
been introduced in evidence, Mr. Examiner. j 

15090 Trial Examiner Bloom: But it is understood this 
book is to be here for purposes of cross examina¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Rose: This book, these minutes, were offered in 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Those are the original minutes, 
and those minutes are subject to production at any time I 
and were specifically to be here for the purposes of cross- ! 
examination. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Would you look, Mr. Brant, at the 
other pages of the General Body meeting of May 21, 1937, 
and tell us whether there is any explanation in those pages 
of the asterisks of the first page that I have referred to? 

A. There is nothing in there that I can see. | 
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15091 Q. You mean, there is nothing in those minutes 
that explains those asterisks? A. No. 

Q. Now, with reference to the time prior to May, 1927— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: ’37, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) —’37—you said you received a 
mimeographed copy of the minutes through the Mail? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you referring to the inter-plant mail? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Now, during the same period of time after the min¬ 
utes had been dictated from the draft that you referred to, 
what was done with the draft? A. I kept it until I got a 
mimeographed copy. 

Q. And what did you do with it after that? A. Tore 
it up and threw it in the waste basket. 

Q. Mr. Ford has called to your attention certain changes 
or erasures that you identified in Respondents’ Exhibit 
182-A to G, and ]^spondents’ Exhibit 178-A to E; now, 
aside from the erasures, 178-C, omitting that erasure, do 
you really recall when you made the changes or the other 
erasures? A, I don’t recall when I made them, but I al¬ 
ways, as far as I can remember, I made them dur- 

15092 ing the course of the time that I was copying my 
minutes, 

Q. Well, are you sure you didn’t make any after ail the 
minutes had been copied into the book by you? A. There 
is only one error that I know of that I made after, that I 
changed after the minutes had been copied in there. 

Q. Which one is that? A. I wrote the name of the sec¬ 
retary of the General Body and I wrote that from memory 
and I had his middle initial wrong. 

Q. Do you recall every other change or erasure on these 
minutes? A. I don’t recall any, there is probably some in 
there. 

Q. Well, do you recall having made them prior to the 
time you completed writing the particular set of minutes? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. You don’t recall that you made the changes prior to 
the time— A. I remember making the changes. 
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Q. —^prior to the time that yon completed the minutes? 
A. During the course of the time that I was copying the 
minutes I made them. 

Mr. Ford: That is copying them into the minute book? 
The Witness: Yes, sir, into the minute book, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, what I wanted to know is 
whether or not you have a definite recollection of 

15093 having made these changes before you completed 
writing the entire set of minutes? A. I do. 

Mr. Ford: By “these changes”, Mr. Rose, do you mean 
the changes that the witness, or the erasures and correc¬ 
tions that the witness has identified on his direct examina¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Rose: That's right, except the one on page 178-C. 
Q. (By Mr. Bose) You so understood me, didn’t you, 
Mr. Brant. A. Yes, sir, that’s what I understood. 

Mr. Ford: Wait a minute, why except that, it seems to 
me the question was broad enough to include all of them on 
the exhibits? 

Mr. Rose: When I started out on the line I expected 
that. 

Mr. Ford: Now, as I understand it, your question was 
directed to corrections or changes other than the correc¬ 
tion or change or erasure on page— 

Mr. Jones: 178-C. 

Mr. Ford: Page 11, which is Respondents’ Exhibit 
178-C? 

Mr. Rose: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

15094 Q. (By Mr. Bose) Now, with reference to the 
erasure on 178-C, Mr. Brant, you may have made 

that after you had completed writing the entire page 178-C, 
and before you had completed writing all the minutes of 
that meeting, isn’t that possible? A. No, sir. 

Q. You are quite sure it is not? A, Yes, sir. 

Q. But you don’t know what you erased? A. No, sir, I 
do not. 

Q. Did you mention that erasure to any one after you 
had made it? A. Not that I know of, no. 

Mr. Ford: Well, now, you mean until he discussed it 
with counsel or testified in the case here? 

Mr. Bose: Yes, other than the discussion with counsel. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did yon ever call it to any one’s at¬ 
tention? A. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner^ I wanted to offer again, again 
sight unseen, the remainder of the minutes copied by this 
witness in the book marked “General Body Minutes”. 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Rose: And for that reason I will ask coun- 

15095 sel’s permission to permit me to use the book in that 
manner? 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, I repeatedly refused to give 
those minutes to ^Ir. Rose for any such purpose. We have 
already put in evidence two copies of those minutes, or two 
minutes, from that book. Counsel for the Plan at this time 
does not intend to give Mr. Rose the rest of that book, for 
an exhibit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is there any objection to 
the offer? 

Mr. Jones: Yes, I object to the offer for the reason that 
it is a paper belonging to the Plan, it is a record book of the 
Plan and it is not proper for the Board to place that in evi¬ 
dence without subpoena— 

Mr. Ford: I understand that the book was produced here 
to be used, if necessary, to cross-examine about things— 

Mr. Jones: That’s correct. 

Mr. Ford: —cross-examination about portions of it that 
were introduced in evidence. For that reason it seems to 
me highly improper for counsel for the Board to offer the 
book in evidence— 

Mr. Rose: The record shows— 

Mr. Ford: —^^ATicn it is not produced in court for any 
such purpose, but produced in court on an express under¬ 
standing between counsel and the Examiner for the 

15096 purposes for which it was to be used. 

Mr. Rose: What is that? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, counsel hasn’t taken the 
book or anything else, he is merely offering it, all the 
minutes in the book. 

Mr. Rose: I would say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is, do you have 
any objection to counsel for the respondents, or counsel for 
the intervener, placing in evidence all of the minutes of the 
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Plan which counsel for the Board has stated that he offers 
sight unseen, that is— 

Mr. Jones: Mr. Examiner, I object to the admission of 
that record book in evidence for the reason that it is not 
proper cross-examination, in the first place. That exhibit 
belongs to the Plan, if they see fit to place it in evidence, 
that will be all right, but at the present time they do not 
wish it to go in evidence as an exhibit of the Board’s for 
the cross-examination of this witness. 

Mr. Rose: Well, this book, the record shows, was pro¬ 
duced here by counsel for the Plan and respondents ’ coun¬ 
sel used the book not only for the purpose of refreshing the 
witness’ recollection, but introduced two sets of minutes 
contained in that book. Those two sets of minutes were 
introduced in evidence. 

Mr. Ford: As I understand it, what was used in 
15097 this witness’ direct examination was strictly limited | 
to what was in evidence and if the book isn’t pro- | 
duced here for introduction into evidence, I don’t see how | 
it is possible for the Board to produce it sight unseen. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, they can offer it. | 

Mr. Ford: Well, 1 am personally speaking for myself, | 
I don’t know what is in it so I will have to object to it. | 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, ever since we had that I 
situation down in Allentown where Mr. Moore made a re¬ 
quest of Mr. Keller for the by-laws of the local lodge of the 
S. W. 0. C. and Mr. Keller handed the document over to 
Mr. Moore and Mr. Moore had it marked as an exhibit, I 
think it was Respondents’ Exhibit 35 for Identification, and 
then Mr. Keller asked for it back again and Mr. Moore re¬ 
fused to give it to him, what I said then I say now, I told j 
Mr. Keller at that time if he wanted it back, let him bring 
a replevin so he gave it to him. 

I am not going to get mixed up in this sort of thing, I will 
sustain the objection. 

As I stated at that time, if counsel wants documents that 
other counsel may temporarily have in their possession be¬ 
longing to clients, if they feel that any of those documents 
are admissible for any purpose, you have the subpoena 
powers that you will have to avail yourself of. 
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Mr. "Rose; All I did was ask permission to use 

15098 that book for the purpose of introducing minutes in 
evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I quite understand, Mr. Rose, 
but I mean if Mr. Jones doesn’t care to make the book avail¬ 
able to you there is simply nothing pending. I can’t pass on 
an otfer where I don’t even know what is contained in it. 

It' you want to offer documents you have never seen 
that, of course, is your privilege, but— 

Mr. Rose: 'Well, I hadn’t made the offer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But it is very diflScult to pass on 
an offer in the face of objections where—I don’t know, they 
may have comic cartoons in the rest of that book, for all I 
know, there is no way of telling. 

Mr. Rose: All I was doing was asking counsel’s permis¬ 
sion for the purpose of making the offer, Mr. Examiner. I 
hadn’t made the offer, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought you had actually 
made the offer. 

Mr. Rose: No, 1 simply asked counsel’s permission to let 
me— 

Mr. Jones: It was my understanding he made the offer, 
as on several occasions. 

Mr. Rose: No, sir, I didn’t, I was simply calling atten¬ 
tion to the fact that I made the offer on previous occasions 
but I was simply asking the permission of counsel to 

15099 permit me to use the book for the purpose of making 
the offer, which counsel has seen fit to refuse. 

Mr. Jones: In that case may the record show that per¬ 
mission is refused ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Any further ques¬ 
tions ? 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Mr. Brant, there is one 
thing that I don’t think is clear, you told us, I believe, that 
you had a conversation with Mr. Williams last summer, 
concerning your receiving pay for the work that you were 
doing for the Plan, that is, the taking of minutes? A. Yes, 
sir. 
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Q. When in the summer was that conversation? A. I 
don’t recall just when it was, but it was some time in the 
early part of the summer. 

Q. Well, what is your idea of the summer, does it start in 
June or July? A. Well, it all depends on the season of 
the year, of course, it might have been a warm day in April, 
it might have been that early, I couldn’t answer that ques¬ 
tion. 

Q. Well, what would be your best recollection? A. Well, 
I would say it was along in May, May or the be- 

15100 ginning of June. 

Q. May or the beginning of June? A. Now, that 
is my recollection of it. 

Q. Now, as I understand it, you received pay for taking 
the minutes, is that correct? A. Yes, that’s right. 

Q. And that pay was retroactive back through the April 
meeting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, I think you told us also that you had a conversa¬ 
tion with Mr. Evans concerning your taking minutes and 
the fact that you were to receive pay for that work from 
the Plan? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was that conversation, if you recall? A. Some 
time shortly after I talked to Mr. Williams. 

Q. So that that would likewise be either the end of May 
or early in June? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, I assume that you had previously received your 
pay for the month of April? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, did you make a refund of five dollars to the 
Bethlehem Steel Company when you received the pay from 
the Plan retroactive through April? 

15101 Mr. Ford: That is for the month of April? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: For the month of April. 

The Witness: I did. 

15102 Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) And did you make 
a refund for the month of May? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And for June? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well then—and for July? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you receive your compensation from the 
Plan? A. Usually about two to three days after the Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting was held. 

Q. You mean after each meeting you would receive your 
compensation? A. After each meeting, yes, sir. 
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Q. And when did you receive the first compensation, that 
is for the month of April? A. I conldn'’i tell you when it 
was. 

Q. Do you recall when you first received pay for the 
work you did for the Plan for the month of May, 1937 ? A. 
I don’t know when it was, it was some time later in the sum¬ 
mer when I received the first pay for it. 

Q. Well, was the first check you got, if it was by check, 
or your first pay, for several months? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And do you recall whether it was by check? A. 

15103 By Check. 

Q. Now, what did you do \vdth that particular 
check? A. I cashed it, and made my refund back to the 
company, that is to the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Q. I see, where did you cash it? A. As far as I know 
it was at the bank, 

Q. And when did you make your refund to Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. 1 think it was the following day after 
I got the check cashed. 

Q. To whom did you turn over the money? A. Some¬ 
times I turned it over to ^Ir. Roberts, and sometimes to Mr. 
Evans, all depending who was in the office when I went in 
there. 

Q. How many General Body meetings did you attend and 
take the minutes of from the period beginning in April 
down to the last meeting that you took minutes of in 1938? 
A. You mean using April for the first meeting? 

Q. Yes; -well, you took them at the April meeting, as I 
understood it? A. Yes, I took them every month during 
that period. 

Q. Well, were there any special meetings in that time? 
A. I believe there was a special meeting or two. 

Q. Did you receive extra compensation for the 

15104 special meetings or— A. No, sir. 

Q. It "was a flat arrangement of five dollars a 
month? A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That's all. 

Mr. Ford? 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) There is one thing I would like to get 
straightened out, Mr. Brant, and that is this: just how is, or 
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how was, the deduction made in your salary; did you get 
the same sized check from the company that you had form¬ 
erly or did they give you a smaller check. In other words, 
what I am getting at is were the pay checks that you re¬ 
ceived for the months that you were taking these minutes, 
were they smaller than your own pay checks, or were they 
the same size ? A. Same size. 

Q. Now, did you turn over to the company five dollars for 
each month during that period ? A. I did. 

Q, Could you tell us how that particular arrangement 
came about, why it was that your pay check was not re¬ 
duced? A, Yes, sir, I can. 

Q. Well, tell us just how that came about, please. 

15105 A. I went to Mr. Evans’ office one day and after Mr. 
Williams had told me the General Body was going 

to pay me five dollars a month for taking these minutes, and 
he wasn’t so sure but what it might be deducted from my 
monthly salary, and of course that didn’t appeal to me and 
I went to Mr. Evans and asked him if some other arrange¬ 
ment could be made to handle that. I said I would much 
prefer if my salary check would remain the same as it had 
been prior to that time, and I would make a refund at the 
end of each month for what compensation I got from the 
General Body. 

Q. So that it hasn’t been necessary since you have ceased 
taking General Body minutes to raise your salary? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Or raise the size of your salary check? A. That isi 
right, ! 

Mr. Rose: What was that last question, will you readj 
that last question, please ? j 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above setj 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr, Ford) Now, I think you said at one time that! 
your regular office was in the General Office Building, thatj 
is the new General Office Building? A. Yes, sir. j 

Q. On what floor was that? A, First floor. 

15106 Q. And on what floor was Mr. Evans’ office at thatj 
time? A, Fourth. 

Mr. Ford: I have no further questions. 

Mr. Rose: Nothing further. 


7508 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR EEL. BOARD. 


Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Brant, how long have you 
had your present job, position, with the company? 

The Witness: As safety inspector, you mean? 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Yes. A. Well, I started 
as safety inspector probably twelv^c or fourteen years ago, 
then I was transferred from the safety inspector’s job to 
relief investigator um;il about approximately two years ago 
they called me back into the Safety Department as safety 
inspector again. 

Q. Have you been a salaried man all that time? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Have you ever been laid up or ill so that you haven’t 
been able to perform your duties? A. I was several years 
ago. 

Q. Were you paid during that time by the company? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Have there over been occasions when you have just 
taken time off, a day or so, regardless of illness, that is? A. 
There have been, but that is very rare. 

15107 Q. Do you receive pay for that time? A. I have 
up to the present time, but I will say this, that I 

haven’t had a day off of my own time for the last two years, 
I would say. 

Mr. Ford: You mean a day off when you were supposed 
to be on the job? 

The Witness: When I was supposed to be working. 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Well now, do you re¬ 
ceive extra compensation for overtime work if you ever do 
overtime work? A. No, we are not doing any overtime 
work now. 

Q. During the past two years have you? A. No, sir. 

Q. Never worked overtime during that period? A. Well, 
I have, I shouldn’t say that, I guess, I didn’t quite under¬ 
stand your question, but once in a while I will be called out 
at night, but that is very rarely. 

Q. Well, on those occasions when you were called out, 
do you receive extra compensation? A. No, sir. 

Q. As I understand it Mr. Evans said there might be a de¬ 
duction in pay, or you worried about the fact, if you took 
these minutes under the Plan there might be a deduction 
in your pay and that is why you wanted to talk this 

15108 over with Mr. Evans? A. Yes. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Is there anything else ? 

Mr. Ford: No, I have no further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: I have nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, that is all, thank 
you. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is twenty minutes to one; 
shall we adjourn and come back earlier? 

Mr. Ford: That is satisfactory. 

Mr. Jones: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will adjourn until twenty 
minutes of two. 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 o’clock p. m., a recess was taken 
to 1:40 o’clock p. m.) 


15113 After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at 1:40 o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Examiner, I want to raise the question— 
Mr. Broun told me that he made some sort of infonnal ar¬ 
rangement regarding a series of some one hundred and 
sixty-seven questions— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: One hundred and sixty-eight. 

Mr. Jones: One hundred and sixty-eight questions. 

Mr. Ford: He also said, as I understand it, that there 
would be a similar stipulation for subsequent representa¬ 
tives. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you have Thursday morn¬ 
ings’ record, I will show that to you. 

Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

It is understood with respect to the witness John Dudash 
that if he were asked questions similar to those asked of 
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Mr. Clare H. Williams, as set forth at page 18187, line 14 
to 18188, line 1 of the record, and the one hundred and 
sixty-seven questions appearing at pages 18199 and end¬ 
ing on 18241 of the record, that counsel for the 

15114 Board would have objected to all of those questions 
and the objections would have been sustained. 

It is further stipulated that if the objections had not 
been sustained, that the witness, Dudash, would have an¬ 
swered all of said questions negatively in the same man¬ 
ner as the witness, Williams, if he had been peniiitted to 
answer the questions. 

It is further understood that the definition of a person 
acting in a supervisory capacity, appearing prior to the 
last 24 questions of this series, would have been repeated 
with respect to the Witness Dudash. 

This stipulation is entered into, among other things, for 
the purpose of obviating the necessity of recalling the wit¬ 
ness John Dudash. 

It is further stipulated among all counsel that the same 
stipulation just entered into with reference to the witness 
Dudash is, likewise, entered into with respect to the wit¬ 
ness Horning, who previously testified in these proceed¬ 
ings. 

Stanley Huddy a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

15115 Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name? A. 
Stanley Huddy. 

Q. What is your address, Mr. Huddy? A. 215 Honan 
Avenue. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. H-o-n-a-n. 

Q. Johnstown? A. That is right. 

Q. Are you employed at the present time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where? A. Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant. 

Q. What is your present occupation? A. Burner. 

Q. Where? A. When? 

Q. Where? What part of the plant? A. Up at the 
Bloom Yard, Franklin. 
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Q. Did you ever serve on an election board with John 
Zeman at an election held under the Plan of Representa¬ 
tion? A. Yes. 

Q. When was that election held? A. In 1936. 

15116 Q. Who else served on the election board besides 
yourself and John Zeman? A, Mark Rich. 

Mr. Rose: What is that name, please? 

The Witness: Mark Rich. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) How do you spell that, Mr. Huddy? 
A. The last name? 

Q. Yes, A. R-i-c-h. 

Q. Did the three of you serve on both the nominations or 
the election, or just at the election? A. Just at the elec¬ 
tion, sir. 

Q. Did you have a list of eligible voters ? A. Yes. 

Q. Where was it that you served at that time ? A. WTiy, 
up at the carpenter shop at Franklin. 

Q. Did you have a list of eligible voters? A. Yes, 

Q. In the department? A. Yes. 

Q. W^here did you get that list? A. Why, it was in a tin 
box that we received at the time office gate at Franklin. 

Q. From whom? A. Why, I think it was a Mr. 

15117 Rose. 

Q. Do you know who he was at that time? A. 
WTiy, I think he was one of the members of the No. 1 Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. After the election was over, did you return that list 
to anybody when the polls were closed and the election was 
over? Wkat did you do with it? A. Why, we took it down 
here, down the office here, down by the station. 

Q. Is that in the garage building? A. Yes. 

Q. Was anybody there? A. Why, yes. Most of the rep¬ 
resentatives were there. 

Q. Did you give it to anybody in particular? A. The No. 

1 Committee. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the witness speak a little 
louder? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Please speak a little louder. 

Mr. Rose; May we have the last answer read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) I 
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Q. (By Mr. Ford) Where was the list from the time it 
was given to you at the time office gate and the time 

15118 that you returned it to the No. 1 Committee, down at 
the garage ? A. It was in our possession. 

Q. When you say “in our possession,’’ who do you mean, 
Mr. Huddy? A. Well, the Board. 

Q. Did you at any time make up a list of the names of 
any of the men in that department, that is, another list? 
A. No, just what was in the book. 

Q. Well, you never made another list yourself? A. No. 
Q. Did John Zeman, as far as you know, make another 
list? A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Did Mark Rich make another list, as far as you know ? 
A. I don’t know. 

Q. Well, did you see Mark Rich make a list at any time t 
A. No. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. He said he doesn’t know 
whether Mark Rich made a list. 

Mr. Ford: I asked him if he ever saw him make a list. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He asked if he ever saw. 

Mr. Ford: And he said no. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Overruled. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did either one of them ever 

15119 tell you that he had made another list of names, that 
is, I mean a list of the names of the persons who had 

not voted, or the persons who were on the eligible list? 

Did either one of them ever tell you that they had made 
any such list as that? A No, 

Q. The answer is “no”? A. (Witness nodded nega¬ 
tively.) 

Q. Was any list of names of those who had not voted 
turned over to any foreman? A. No. 

Q. Was any list of names of persons who had not voted, 
or persons on the eligible list, ever turned over to any 
clerk, that is, company clerk in the department? A. Not to 
my knowledge. 

Q. Did you or either one of the other two men, that is, 
John Zeman or Mark Rich, ever ask any foreman to get 
any man in to vote? A. To get them in to vote? 

Q. Yes, to go over to the men and ask them to come in 
to vote? Did either you or John Zeman or Mark Rich ever 
ask any men to do that, up in the carpenter shop? A, Well, 
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in one instance we went over to one department to get a 
list of the men that were working on that turn. 

Q. Yes. A. And he gave us a list. 

15120 Q. My question was, did you ask him, or did either 
of the other two tellers ask him to go out and get 

the men in? A. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

15121 Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You stated that you received a tin 
box at the time office gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the day of the elections in 1936, is that correct ? A. 
That’s right. 

Q. Where at the time office gate did you get that tin box? 
A. Right at the watchman’s. 

Q. Inside the watch-box? A. Well, it was, there was sort 
of a partition there, but it was in the same building, it was 
in another office. 

Q. Did you go into the watch-box to get the tin box? A. 
No, another door, there is another door right beside the 
watchman’s box into another room. 

Q. I see; was that other room a part of the watch-box? 
A. Well, it was another room, but it was in the same build¬ 
ing. 

Q. And were there other tin boxes piled up there, I mean 
tin boxes like the one you got? A. Yes. 

Q. Now how did you get the tin box to the polling place? 
A. Why, we carried it up to the polling place. 

Q. Where was the polling place? A. Up at the carpenter 
shop. 

15122 Q. Where in the carpenter shop? A. Up in the 
second floor. 

Q. Was there a room up there? A. Yes. 

Q, What was that room used for, aside from a polling 
place? A. Oh, I think it was more of a stock room, I would 
I say. 

Q. Did any of the other tellers speak to you about the 
number of men that were coming in to vote ? A. What was 
your question? 

Q. Do you understand my question? A. Will you repeat 
that? 

Mr. Rose: Will you read it please, Mr. Reporter? 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I don’t recall. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, during the elections did at some 
time one of the tellers say to you, ‘‘Well, the men aren’t 
coming in to vote, there is some men who haven’t voted 
yet,” or something like that? A. I think probably I did 
hear something of that sort. 

Q. Well, can you tell us what the conversation was? A. 
Well, our polling place was—well, this is the conversation 
—our poll was a place, our polling place was up on the sec¬ 
ond floor in the carpenter shop, and the fellows that 

15123 was to vote were far out away from the polls, too far 
away from the polls, and we were to go over and get 

a list of them. 

Q. You went over and got a list of them? A. Yes. 

Q. Who did that, you or Mark Rich or John Zeman? A. 
Why, me and Mark Rich went over. 

Q. Where did you go over? A. Over to the labor shanty, 
Open Hearth. 

Q. To the labor shanty? A. That’s right. 

Q. Who did you see at the labor shanty? A. Oh, I don’t 
know, I don’t faow the foreman’s name. 

Q. You spoke to a foreman there, is that correct? A. 
Yes. 

Q. What did you say to the foreman? A. Why, Mr. Rich 
was talking to him. 

Q. Well, what did he say to him? A. I wasn’t with him. 
Q. You weren’t with him? A. I waited outside. 

Q. Oh, you waited outside? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, when Mr. Rich came out did he come out with a 
list in his hand? A. Yes, he came out with a list of 

15124 the men that were working that turn. 

Q. I see, and you mean in that particular depart¬ 
ment? A. That particular department. 

Q. What did Mr. Rich do with the list? A. Why, we kept 
the list. 

Q. What do you mean by that? A. Well, we took the 
list, or rather Mr. Rich, and we went into the room where 
the men usually, rather, they congregate there, and we just 
set up our polls there temporarily. 
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Q. What room was that? A. For the purpose— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let him finish his answer. 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry, will you continue, please? 

The Witness: For to make it more convenient for them 
to cast their vote, it was right next—no, let’s see—^it was 
in the same building. Well, there was, I think, the fore¬ 
man’s oflSce was on the end of the building and we were on 
the other side, right as they come in from their daily work. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now what did you do down at this 
room you have mentioned? A. Weil, it was a tool room and 
these men brought their tools into this room and we just 
sit down there, sit at the desk there. 

15125 Q. Did you speak to any of the men who came into 
the tool room? A. W^hy, we asked if anybody wants 

to vote why we are ready to take them. 

Q. At that time did you have that list that Mr. Rich got? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Now, did you take that list and go out into the car¬ 
penter shop at any time? A. Did I take that list and go 
out into the carpenter shop? 

Q. No, I mean go through the carpenter shop? A. No. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Rich did? A. No, I don’t 
know, I couldn’t say that. 

Q. You don’t know? A. No. 

Q* Do you know w’hether Mr. Zenian did? A. No, I don’t 
know that either. 

Mr. Bose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ford? 

Mr. Ford: I have no questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all. Thank you. 

15126 (Witness excused.) 

Mr. Ford: Mr. Rich. 

Mark Eich. a witness called by and on behalf of the Re¬ 
spondents, being duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) What is your full name, please, Mr. 
Rich? A. Mark Rich. 

Q. How do you spell that? A. M-a-r-k R-i-c-h. 

Q. Where do you live? A. Ill Stone Street. 
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Q. Ill Stone Street? A. Yes. 

Mr. Ford: Off the record, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Rich, could you hear everything 
that was said when Mr. Huddy testified? A. Quite a bit. 

Q. Well, did you hear all of it? A. Well, there was just 
a few words that I didn’t quite get. 

15127 Mr. Ford: Well, I probably better ask them over 
again to you. 

Q, (By Mr. Ford) Are you employed at the present 
time, Mr. Rich? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where are you employed? A. In the Wire Mill. 

Q. Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, can you hear Mr. 
Rich at all? 

Mr. Rose: Not very well, about all I got was the Wire 
Mill, if I heard that correctly, I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you serve as a teller with John 
Zeman and Stanley Huddy? A. I did. 

Q. In 1936? A. I did. 

Q. Where was that, where was the polling place at wliich 
you served at that time? A. The Franklin Car—in the 
Franklin Carpenter Shop. 

Q. Carpenter Shop? A. Yes. 

15128 Q. Did you men have a list of eligible voters? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Where did you get that list, do you recall? A. We got 
that list from a tin box. 

Q. Where did you get the tin box? A. In the time office 
watch-box, the Lower Gate. 

Q. Is that the Lower Franklin Gate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know’ what happened to the list after the elec¬ 
tion was over? A. We returned the list back to No. 1 Com¬ 
mittee. 

Q. Now, between the time that you received it at the 
time office gate and the time that you returned it to the No. 
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1 Conimittee, did anybody besides the tellers have that 
list, as far as you know? A. No, six’, not as far as I know. 

Q. Did you make a list yourself of the names of the men 
of that department or any of them? A. I did not. 

Q. Did John Zeman as far as you knovr? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did Stanley Huddy as far as you know? A. No. 

Q. At any time during the election did you person- 

15129 ally have any other list of names, that is apart of 
this list of eligible voters which the No. 1 Commit¬ 
tee gave you? A. No. 

Q. Did John Zeman have any other list of names? A, 
Not that I know of. 

Q. Well now—well, did you ask any of the foremen for a 
list of names? A. Names? 

Q. That is during the progress of the election? A. Yes. 
Q. What names were on that list, do you know? 

Mr. Rose: Now just a minute, Mr. Examiner, he hasn’t 
gotten the list yet. 

Mr. Ford: Well, read the previous question and an¬ 
swer. 

Mr. Rose: He said he asked them for a list. 

Mr. Ford: All right, you asked them for a list, I don’t 
know if that is the record or not— 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you actually get the list from 
him? A. No, not exactly. 

Q. Did you get the list at any time that you asked the 
foreman for it? A. We went to the foreman, I suppose he 
was a foreman, I didn’t know the men up around there, I 
don’t work up there. 

15130 Q. Tell us what happened. A. We asked him who 
was working, if I would have worked there I might 

have known who the men were and I wouldn’t have had to 
ask anybody. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, read that answer back. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Well, what did this man do when you 
asked him who was working? A. He gave, he told me the 
men who were working and I wrote the check numbers 
:'own on a paper. 
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Q. You wrote down the check numbers on a paper? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Apart from that list of check numbers did you have 
any other list of check numbers at any time? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did John Zeman have any other list of check numbers 
at any time? A. Not that I feiow of. 

Q. Did Stanley Huddy ever have any other list of check 
numbers? A. No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that last answer? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above 

15131 set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Did you ever give any list of names 
I* check numbers to any foreman? A. I did not. 

Q. Did John Zeman, so far as you know? A. No, sir. 
Q. Did Stanley Huddy, as far as you know? A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you ever give a list of names or check numbers 
a company clerk as far as you know? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did John 2^man? A. No, sir. 

Q. As far as— A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Did Stanley Huddy, as far as you know? A. Not as 
far as I know. 

Q. Did you ask any foreman to get any men in to vote? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Did John Zeman ask any foreman to get any men in 
to vote as far as you know? A. Not as far as 1 know. 

Q. Did Stanley Huddy— A. No. 

Q. —ask any foreman to get any men in to vote? A. 
Not as far as I know. 

15132 Q. Did you ask any clerk to get any of the men 
in to vote? A. No. 

Q. Did John Zeman ask any clerk to get any men in to 
vote? A. Not as far as I know. 

Q. Did Stanley Huddy— A. No. 

Q. —ever ask any clerk to get any men in to vote as far 
as you know'? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose? 

15133 Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, during the day or days of the 
election, where did you and the other tellers keep that 
list of eligible voters? A. Right at the desk we had. 
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Q. Was it open flat on the desk! A. That’s right. 

Q. And how many days, do you recall, did you work on 
that election board! A. Two days. 

Q. How many hours did you work on the first day! A. 
I don’t recall. 

Q. Well, were you at the polling place ail day of the 
first day! A. That I don’t remember. 

Q. Were you at the polling place all day of the second 
day! A. No, sir. 

Q. Where did you go! A. I went home for dinner. 

Q. Was that the only time you left the polling place! 
A. Outside of when we went to get a list of men who were 
working. 

Q. Well, after you got that list, did you go out into the 
carpenter shop! A. After we got—after the men 

15134 voted! 

Q. I beg your pardon, sir. A. After the men 
voted we went back to the carpenter shop. 

Q. Well, I am referring to a time prior to the closing 
of the polls, now, after you got that list did you go out 
into the carpenter shop! 

Mr. Ford: I think he just answered that. 

Mr. Rose: To speak to any of the men! 

^Ir. Ford: Will you read that question, please, Mr, 
Reporter! 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: I think he has answered that question. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: It is not very clear, Mr. Ford. 
Mr. Ford: I know it isn’t, but that particular question, 
I think, has been answered. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let him answer. I am a 
trifle skeptical. Go ahead, he may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Would you answer, please! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand the pres¬ 
ent question, Mr. Rich, or would you care to have it read 
back to you! 

The Witness: That means, did we go back to the carpen¬ 
ter shop before those men voted! 

15135 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, after you got the list, the 
list had names or check numbers on, didn’t it! A. 


Yes. 
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Mr. Ford: The list had what 1 

Mr. Eose: The list had check numbers on it, didn’t it? 

The Witness: Yes, the one I made. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) That is the list I am referring tof A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did you go out into the carpenter shop and talk to 
any of the men whose check numbers you had on that list? 

Mr. Ford: In the cai’penter shop? 

Mr. Rose: Y'es, of course in the carpenter shop. 

The Witness: The men didn’t work in the carpenter 
shop. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, w’here did they work? A. I 
don’t know where they worked. 

Q. Well, did you go out in the shop and talk to any of 
the men whose check numbers you had on that list? 

Mr. Ford: It seems to me that question has been an¬ 
swered three times now. 

Mr. Rose: I still haven’t got an answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: We asked those men if they cared to 
vote. 

15136 Mr. Ford: Just a minute, which men are you 
speaking of ? 

The Witness: The men I had the list— 

Mr. Ford: Were they in the carpenter shop when you 
asked them? 

The Witness: They were— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought that has been an¬ 
swered. 

Mr. Rose: The trouble is, Mr. Ford doesn’t like the 
answer. 

Mr. Ford: I don’t think it makes any difference one 
way or the other, I just don’t like to see the witness con- ■ 
fused. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t think he has answered 
that. 

Mr. Rose: Well, I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Put another question, we don’t 
want to go back and read it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, as I understand it, Mr. Rich, if 
I am wrong, please correct me, you went to the men whose 
check numbers you had on that list after you got the list, 
is that correct? A. Yes. 
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Q. And where did you go to speak to these men, if you 
did any conversation with them? A. Well, I don’t know 
just what you call that place in there. 

15137 Q. Well, was it part of the shop, part of the car¬ 
penter shop ? A. No, sir. 

Q. It was some place in some shop? A. Yes. 

Q. It was part of the voting division that was voting at 
your polls, wasn’t it? A. Yes, but that didn’t belong to 
tlie carpenter shop, the carpenter shop, I would say, was 
four or five blocks from there. 

Q. I see, but it was part of the voting division? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. That was voting at the polls? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where you were stationed? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did you say to these men? A. We just asked 
them if they cared to voted. 

Q. At that time, did you take with you any ballots? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. You carried the ballots with you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Bid you have a ballot box with you? A. Yes, 
sir. 

15138 Q. Did you do that alone, or did one of the other 
tellers go along with you? A. Two of us went. 

Q. Which two? A. Mr. Huddy and I. 

Q. Do you know where Mr. Zeman was at that time? A. 
He was— 

Q. \Yhile you and Mr. Huddy was doing that? A. Mr. 
Zeman was supposed to be back at the polls. 

P. Did you have any other conversations with any one 
whom you thought might be a foreman at the time of elec¬ 
tions other than the conversation you have told us about? 
A. I did not. 

Q. Now, do you recall what you did with that list con¬ 
taining check numbers after the polls closed? A. Well, I 
tore that up and throwed it away, you mean the list that I 
wrote down myself? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir, I tore that up and throw’d it away. 
Q. And that list was made, as I understand it, by the 
foreman giving you the check numbers of the men that 
were working on the turn on that day? A. Yes. 

Mr. I'^ord: I object to the form of that question, 

15139 Mr. Examiner, 
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Trial Exaniincr Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Ford: He said he asked the foreman and the fore¬ 
man gave him the check numbers and he made the list, fur¬ 
thermore he said— 

Mr. Rose: I think that’s a proper question. 

Mr. Ford: Furthermore, he said he wasn’t certain that 
was a foreman, he said he thought it was a man that was a 
foreman, I don’t see that it is necessary to sum the charac¬ 
terization— 

Mr. Rose: I am not summing up, I think that is a proper 
question. 

Mr. Ford: He already told us, the record speaks for it¬ 
self. 

Mr. Rose: I certainly have a right to inquire about it 
on cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, how was the list pre¬ 
pared, Mr. Rich? 

Mr. Ford: Tell us again, Mr. Rich. 

The Witness: Well, I had a small piece of paper, blank 
paper, and I wrote the check numbers down, no names, 
there wasn’t no names on it, because I didn’t care about 
names. 

15140 Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, did you have any list of 
paper when you went into the foreman’s office? A. 
With names? 

Q. Yes. A. No, sir, 

Q. Did you have any list of paper without any nam6s? 
A. I had a paper. 

Mr. Ford: Wait a minute, what is a list without names, 
what does that mean, as to what— 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you have any paper without any 
names on it? A. A blank sheet of paper. 

Mr. Rose: He might have had a list of check numbers 
when he went in— 

The Witness: A blank sheet of paper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He might just have had a 
blank sheet of paper, too. 
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Q. (By Mr. Rose) Well, now, did the foreman give yon 
the check numbers from some book or paper? A. No, he 
had the time cards, 

Q. Where were the time cards ? A. I guess at his desk. 

Q- Bid he take the time cards out of his desk? A. Yes, 
as far as I remember. 

Q. Well, what did he do, take each time card and 

15141 call off the cheek number to you? A. He gave me 
the check number. 

Q. And you wrote it down on a piece of paper? A. I 
didn't pay much attention to how he got the numbers, he 
gave me the numbers. 

Q. Well, but he had time cards there? A. He had time 
cards, yes. 

Q. When you said you were up there more than one year, 
you mean you served as a teller in that same voting divi- 
ion for more than one year! A. Yes. 

Q. And did you do the same thing every time you served 
as a teller— A. Yes. 

Q. Asked the foreman? A. I don’t know about the first 
year I was there. 

15142 Q. Let us take after the first year, did you ask the 
foreman for the check numbers of the men who were 

working on the turn that day? A. I don’t know whether it 
was the foreman or who it was. 

Q. Well, you asked some man you thought was the fore¬ 
man? A. Yes. 

Q. And you would ask that man for the check numbers 
of the men who were working on that day; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Anything further, Mr. Ford? 
Mr. Ford: Yes. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Ford) Mr. Rich, if you wanted to find out 
whether the men in the department with which you were 
not familiar, were working or were not working, do you 
know who else you can go to except a man you thought was 
the foreman? A. No, I would not know. 

Mr. Ford: No further questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Jones? 
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Mr. Jones: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness. 

(Witness excused.) 

1514.3 Mr. Ford; I would like about five minutes’ ad¬ 
journment to get Mr. Broun over here, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

(Thereupon, a five-minute recess was taken, after which 
the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

^Ir. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Hough, will you please take the stand? 

Ralph E. Hough a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Hough, will you please state your 
full name and spell it, please, for us so that the record will 
be correct ? A. Ralph E. Hough, the last name. 

Q. Thank you. What is your residence address, Mr. 
Hough '! A. il7 Mabel Street, M-a-b-e-1. 

Q. Is that in the City of Johnstown? A. Southmont 
Boro. 

Q. Are you employed, Mr. Hough? A. Employed 
15144 with the Bethlehem Steel Corporation—company, 
rather. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany. 

Q. At the Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant, Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. What is your position? A. Assistant General Man¬ 
ager. 

Q. Of the Cambria Plant? A. Of the Cambria Plant. 

Q. Will you toll me just briefly what the Cambria Plant 
consists of in a general way? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may start with the sign 
you see on the railroad that says “8 miles” that Mr. Broun 
w’as telling us about. 
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I 

The Witness: We have a sign at either end that desig¬ 
nates that the property is eight miles, that is, eight miles 
i'roni Upper Franklin to the Wire Mill down here. 

We have in our plant the Rod and Wire Mill, and some 
subsidiary workings in there such as the Bessemerizing 
Unit, wire drawing, patenting furnaces, and what not. 
Then we come up further and we have what is known as the 
Lower Works Division where we have an Axle Plant and 
the 48" and 18" Billet Mills. We also have our shop for ! 
maintenance. 

15145 Q. Maintenance of the plant in general? A. Main¬ 
tenance of the plant in general. Then we come up— 

we also have at that location the Rosedale Coke Plant and 
blast furnaces. Then we have the Gautier Division which 
includes rolling mills of the bar type, like structural 36" 
Universal Plate Mill. We also have fabricating shops in 
there, bar bending, and its own maintenance and roll shops. 

At our—go up further and you come to the Franklin Di¬ 
vision, which is car shops, the Franklin Plate Mills, Billet 
Mills, Franklin Coke Division and the Franklin Bessemer. 
You continue on up and you have the Wheel Plant and mis¬ 
cellaneous products of manufacture there, gear blanks, and 
such stuff, tire molds. Then we have, beyond that, there is 
the scrap drop, which is the other end of the eight mile 
limit. 

Q. Now, can you tell me where the various units of the 
plant lie with reference to the Conemaugh River, is it, that 
runs through the City of Johnstown? A. The Conemaugh 
River—well, you have your Wire Mill which is in what we 
call Morrellville. That is one part of the river, and right 
across, Cambria, right into Cambria City. Then you go 
into the Lower Works which is Cambria City. That is 
across the river. Gautier is in the heart of the city. 

15146 Q. Is that an3rwhere near the river? A. The river 
runs right alongside of it. The Franklin Plant is also 

alongside of the river, and you get some way from it—when 
you get up at the Wheel Plant, and it winds in front there, 
also, at the other end. 

Q. You said the Gautier Division is in the heart of the 
city. You mean, the City of Johnstown? A. The City of 
Johnstown. 
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Q. Are the other units of the plant near the City of Johns¬ 
town or in what surrounding boroughs? A, Well, your 
Wire Mill is in Morrellville. They call it—they called it 
one time the Melville Plant. That is pretty much in a resi- < 

dential district also. 

Q. And are there any towns or boroughs, or are there any 
people living near the Franklin Plant? I assume that is in 
Franklin Boro? A. You have the Franklin Plant. That 
extends a long ways from the bridge up to Franklin, and 
you have the Township of Franklin, the Boro of Franklin, * 

which is built close to it, and all the way up, clear to the 
coke plant. 

15147 Q. Is the Wheel Plant near Franklin Boro? A. 

That is after you pass through Franklin Boro, and 

just on the outskirts. 

Q. So Franklin Boro is between the Wheel Plant and the “ 

Franklin Division, the Franklin Works? A. That is correct. 

Q. Then, as I understand it, the city of Johnstown and the 
boroughs surrounding it lie in between and contiguous to 
the various parts of the plant, as you described? A. That 
is right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set ^ 

forth.) i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am wondering whether that 
is entirely accurate. The boroughs might run all around, 
and Mr. Hough told us how the plant follows more or less 
the Conemaugh River. \ 

Mr. Broun: Yes. I did not mean to imply by my question 
that all of the city and all of the boroughs were between 
sections of the plant. You did not so understand me? 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The situation is that part of the 
city of Johnstown is near the Gautier Division and 

15148 practically completely surrounds it? A. That is j, 

right. 

Q. And near the Gautier Mills are parts of all the bor¬ 
oughs? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I t hink that sufficiently de¬ 
scribes it. 


1 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell me generally, Mr. 
Hough—I do not want to go into great detail—what your 
duties are as assistant general manager of the Cambria 
Plant? A, That is a pretty long job, but I will give it to 
you as short as I can. 

Q. All right. A. I act as assistant to the general man¬ 
ager, and in carrying out his authority and directions con¬ 
cerning the operation of the plant, and particularly in the 
production line, so that we have a general idea of what is 
going on in the line of production, getting out orders, co¬ 
ordinating the different departments so that we can sat¬ 
isfy our customers and keep the different units in opera¬ 
tion. 

You have steel that has to be distributed in order to 
know that each and every one is getting his share, and the 
flow is right. It is my job to maintain a pretty close con¬ 
tact with all of the departments. 

Q. You do that through the heads of the depart- 
15149 ments? A. We—that is the line that we follow. As 
assistant general manager, I contact the heads of 
the various departments, superintendents and other de¬ 
partment heads, and discuss with them their problems and 
their operations. 

Q. You spoke of the distribution of work or production. 

I Avas not clear just which you intended. Perhaps they are 
the same thing. So that every one would get that clearly, 
will you tell me a little bit more what you meant by that? 
A. Well, we have certain line-ups that we have to follow 
to get out our work, our production, and the distribution 
of steel. You have Open Hearth and Bessemer, and you 
have your 48" Mill and your 40" Mill. You also have 
your round mill, which supplies steel to the steel plant. 
The other units supply steel to the various mills, like Gau¬ 
tier is supplied from the 34" Billet Mill and the 18" Billet 
Mill, Lower Cambria. 

The slab mill supplies the various plate mills, the 134" j 
and the 3G" Universal Mill; and in order to know that you | 
have the right flow, you must keep pretty close contact, 
and work through the various heads of the departments, 
including the order department. 

Q. Does that mean that at some stages in the process 
there are two possible sources of supply, and you have to I 


I 
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decide which in each instance should supply the 

15150 steel in a particular place? A. That is right. Last 
week we had an incident of that kind where we had 

to go to the Lower Works on an extra turn of work in 
order to keep the Gautier Mills in operation. 

Q. Vou spoke particularly of having general supervision, 
as I understood you, with respect to matters pertaining to 
tlie production of steel and the other products produced in 
the plant. Do you personally have anything to do with the 
personnel and labor problems of the plant? A. I have 
nothing to do with it as far as direct contact with men. 
Mine is chiefly with the superintendents or their assistants. 
The personnel and labor of the plant is generally han¬ 
dled by Mr. Evans. 

Q. Do you know the Reverend John Stanton? A. I do. 
Q. Have you ever had any telephone conversations with 
him? A. Yes, I have. 

Q. Do you remember having a telephone conversation 
with him on Sunday, June 13, 1937? A. Yes. I remem¬ 
ber that particular time. 

Q. Where were you at the time that you talked to him 
on the telephone? A. I was up at the Upper Franklin 
Gate, and I had heard from Mr. Evans that he was— 

15151 Q. Is that Mr. S. D. Evans? A. S. D. Evans, yes, 
that he was—Mr. Evans wasn’t invited to a meeting 

at the Stanwix Hotel by Mr. Stanton, so I knew that he was 
rather interested in what was going on. 

Q. Who do you mean was interested? A. Mr. Stanton 
was interested in what was going on, and I took the liberty 
to call him on the telephone and— 

Q. Will you tell me what you said and what took place in 
connection with the telephone conversation in so far as you 
know it? A. Why, I told Mr.—I got Mr. Stanton on the 
line and I told him if he wanted to hear something good, of 
a riotous nature, to listen in. I had a line open, and he 
could hear plenty of what was going on inside. I said, 
“Y'ou will hardly believe it, but I can hardly hear myself 
think inside of this match box.” He said, “All right. I am 
listening.” He listened a little while and said, “Thank 
you. I heard plenty.” 

15152 Q. Was that the end of the conversation? A. That 
was the end of the conversation. 
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Q. Where was it that you called— A. From the Frank¬ 
lin— 

Q. No, where did you get Reverend Stanton? A. At the 
Stanwix Hotel. 

Q. 'Were you at the Fort Stanwix Hotel on that day at 
any time ? A. I was not at the Fort Stanwix Hotel on that 
day, and I understand Mr. Evans did not get down there 
either. Mr, Sidney Evans. 

Q. Do you know a man named Michael J. Sewak? A. I 
know Michael J. Sewak. 

Q. Do you know whether in the year 1937, or for the 
first six months of 1937 he held any public office? A. The 
Burgess of Franklin. 

Q. Is that the Boro you spoke of, adjacent to the Frank¬ 
lin Works? A. Adjacent to the Franklin Works, the Boro 
next to our Franklin Plant. 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Sewak 
while he was Burgess? A. Yes. 

Q. When was that conference? A. Somewhere around 
June 7th or 8th—somewhere in there. 

15153 Q, Of what year? A. Of 1937. 

Q. Was there anyone present at the conference be¬ 
sides you and Burgess Sewak? A. Yes, Mr. Bergman. 

(J. 'V\’'hat are his initials? A. I will just say Al. 

Q. Was anyone else present besides the three of you? A. 
Al Bergman, Mr. Sewak and myself. That is all. 

Q. Where did the conference take jdace? A. In the office 
of the Burgess, at Franklin. 

Q. Will you tell me how the conference came about and 
what was said at the conference, telling me in each instance 
in so far as you remember who made each statement? A. 
Well, at the request of Mr. Ellicott, our General Manager, 
Mr. Bergman and myself made a trip to Franklin to see 
^Ir. Sewak for the purpose of swearing in six or eight of 
our watchmen. 

Q. Swearing them in as what? 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike that. That is a conclusion. 
Couldn’t we have the conversation, if there was one? 

15154 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 
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Q. (By Mr. Broun) Go ahead, Mr. Hough. You mean, 
swearing in the watchmen as what? A. Swearing in six or 
eight watchmen as special officers. 

Q. Of Franklin Boro? A. Of Franklin Boro. It was our 
thought that— 

Q. Just tell us what— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what was said. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Tell us what was said at the con¬ 
ference by each person, or immediately before the con¬ 
ference, if anything was said. A. Mr. Bergman acted as 
spokesman in this particular instance, and asked Mr. 
Sewak if he would swear in those six or eight—six or eight 
of his men as special officers. 

Q. You mean, Mr. Bergman’s men? A. Mr. Bergman’s 
men. Mr. Sewak listened attentively— 

Q. Did Mr. Bergman say anything else except simply 
that? A. Well, Mr. Sewak listened attentively to Mr. Berg¬ 
man’s plea for signing these men. 

Q. What did he say in his plea, as far as you remember? 
A. He was apprehensive of difficulties and the fact that 
Franklin had such a small police force, he thought 
15155 it would be to everybody’s advantage to have six or 
eight additional officers sworn in. 

Mr. Sewak thought a while and said he did not know. 
He said— 

Q. Did you say anything? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not let the man finish. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is too disjointed. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Please go ahead, Mr. Hough. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us what happened at the 
conference and what the people said. 

The Witness: Mr. Sewak stated that he did not know— 
he said, “I don’t know who these men are,” and A1 Berg¬ 
man assured him who the men were, and that they were all 
good men, and that they were, several of them, from Frank¬ 
lin Boro; and Mr. Sewak—^then I assured him at that time 
that they were all good men, that A1 Bergman was very par¬ 
ticular who he had on his force, and in fact they could be 
guaranteed men as far as that was concerned, that they 
were that type. 

Mr. Sewak hesitated a while and said, “No, I can’t do it. 
I just can’t do it.” He said, “That is the stand I have 
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taken.” He said, “A long time back, as a matter of fact, 
in my campaign—” he said, “I just can’t do it. I 

15156 can’t do it.” 

We urged a little more and talked to him, but all 
of no avail. He said he can’t see it. He said “I can’t 
see it,” so— 

15157 Q. Did Mr. Bergman in his statements to Mr. 
Sewak say anything about the possibility of a strike 

or anything of that nature f A. He advised him that there 
was rumors of a strike and that be was of the opinion that 
we ought to have, we ought to have some additional men 
up in that particular borough. 

Q. As special police officers, you mean? A. Special offi¬ 
cers, yes. 

Q. Do you remember anything else that was said at that 
conference, whether it had specific reference to the request 
that the Burgess swear in Bethlehem watchmen as special 
police or not? A. There was nothing only of a general con¬ 
versation, nothing— 

Q. Do you remember anything that was said in any of 
that general conversation? A. Yes, I remember Bergman 
and Mr. Sewak talking about a little farm he had up there 
in Conemaugh some place, I believe. 

Q. Farm that who had? A. Mr. Sewak had, and that he 
hadn’t gotten a fence around that he had intended to put 
around. He said he had a nice spring in there an<^ that 
there was some cows around up there and that they 

15158 mutilated the spring, he would like to wire the thing 
off. 

Mr. Bergman told him that he didn’t think there would 
be any trouble getting fence enough to do it. We could 
sell them some second-quality fence from our rejected ma¬ 
terial that we had at the wire mill. We make fence down 
there, and sometimes we have material that is not fit for 
the trade and we very often sell it to employees and we 
would have been glad to sell him at the same basis that we 
sold employees. 

Q. Do you remember anything else that was talked about? 
A. I had a little conversation, that is, on general lines. I 
talked to Mr. Sewak about, if there was a strike, what a 
deplorable thing it would be, that it would be bad for the 
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community, bad for the people and I said it is generally a 
black eye when the community gets into any particular 
trouble like that, it is a reflection. 

I said it affects property and everything else. Mr. Sewak 
mentioned then that he knew something about property, 
that he had been over in Pittsburgh for several days on 
several different occasions and trying to save the property 
he had up there. He had a hotel and he had been in more 
or less difficult straits trying to keep it going. 

Q. Did he say where the hotel was? A. In Cone- 

15159 maugh. Bergman stated, asked him, if he had a 
liquor license and he said no. Bergman said, “If 

you had a liquor license you might get out of your trouble.^’ 
“That’s right,” he said, “but,” he said, “we are not ready 
for anything like that. ’ ’ 

Q. That was the substance of that? A. That is about the 
substance of the conversation. 

Q. Well, did either you or Mr. Bergman offer Sewak any 
inducement of any sort if he would swear in Bethlehem 
watchmen as special police or do anything else? A. Abso¬ 
lutely not. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at the 
conference you have mentioned with Sewak, which, as I 
understand it was June 7th or 8th, did you say— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 7th, I think he said. 

The Witness: 7th or 8th. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your 
hearing at that conference say in words or substance to 
Burgess Sewak that you expected a lot of trouble and 
wanted him to swear in the Bethlehem police as special 
officers in Franklin Boro? A. I didn’t hear him say that 
he expected a lot of trouble, particularly. 

Q. Did you say that yourself? A. Yes, I said that 

15160 we apprehended that there might be some difficulty. 

Q. And did you ask to swear in the Bethlehem po¬ 
lice? A. W'e asked him to swear in six or eight of our 
watchmen as special officers. 

Q. Not more than that? A. Not more than six or eight. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time ask Burgess Sewak any- 
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thing as to how he was getting along, say anything to that 
effect*? A. No, nothing to that effect. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or substance, “I understand you are having a little 
trouble with your hotel in Conemaugh’^? A. No. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that 
time, at that conference, or at any other time say to Burgess 
Sewak in v/ords or in substance, “You have quite an invest¬ 
ment in the building”? A. No, no. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or in substance that you understood that the 

15161 Pittsburgh bank, or any other bank, or any one else 
whosoever, wanted to sell the building to Burgess 

Sewak for $7,500 or for any other sum? A. No amount of 
money mentioned in my hearing at any time. 

Q. Leaving out of consideration any amount of money, 
did you make any statement of that sort? A. There was 
no statement like that, the statement was made like I said 
in the first place. After my conversation regarding the de¬ 
plorable state of affairs, Mr. Sewak made his own statement 
regarding that he had been to Pittsburgh and was having 
some difficulty. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time—I am referring to the con¬ 
ference of June 7th or 8th, that you talked about—did you 
or Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that conference or at 
any other time say to Burgess Sewak in words or substance 
that if he would go along with you, do what was right, that 
that little obligation, referring to the alleged hotel o-bliga- 
tion, or any other obligation whatsoever could be very well 
taken care of? A. I did not hear anything like that. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or substance that you or Mr. Bergman would 

15162 see that there was enough money in Sewak’s pocket 
to get a good start in business? A. Absolutely not. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Bergman at that conference or 
at any other time offer to do anything for Burgess Sewak 
if he would swear in as Franklin Boro policemen any 
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watchmen or other employees of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. Nothing said on that subject at all. 

Q. Were you present at any time at any meetings of the 
General Body under the Flan of Employees’ Representa¬ 
tion during the month of June, 1937 ? A. Yes, I was to each 
one that they held. 

Q. Were you at a meeting of the General Body on June 
11, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. AVere there any other representatives of the manage¬ 
ment present at that meeting other than yourself? A. At 
the request of the chairman and secretary, or the Body, 
why, Mr. Ellieott and Mr. Evans and myself were invited 
in. As the usual practice, they invite us into the meeting 
and that is shortly after they open and then we are excused 
and they continue with their meeting. 

Q. Then, at the meeting of June 11th, as I understand it, 
you did not stay for the entire meeting? A. We do 
16163 not stay for any meetings, entire meetings. 

Q. And you didn’t stay for that one? A. No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun’s ques¬ 
tion, as I understand, was directed to the specific meeting. 

The Witness: June 11th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Then Mr. Hough told us the 
general practice. 

Q, (By Mr. Broun) I am trying to find out if the general 
practice was followed on the June 11th—in other words, 
were you present at all or part of the June 11th meeting? 
A. Only part of the meeting. 

Mr. Broun: I think that is clear now% Mr. Examiner. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did Mr. Ellieott make any statement 
at that meeting to the meeting? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Evans make any statement? A. Yes, Mr. 
Evans made a statement. 

Q. And did you make any statement? A. I said a word 
or two. 

Q. Now, can you tell me as far as you remember what 
Mr. Ellieott said at the meeting? A. Why, Mr. Ellieott 
touched on the fact that it had been rumored around that 
there was to be a strike of the steel plant in sym- 
15164 pathy with the railroad strike which was then on, 
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and that he had received a telephone call from the 
Mayor, that Mr. Watkins had so advised him. 

Q. Advised whom ? A. Advised the Mayor that there was 
going to be a strike. 

Q. Was there any date mentioned as to when the strike 
would start? A. Going to be a strike at eleven o’clock on 
that night. 

Q. That was June 11th f A. June 11th, and that was the 
first information, and had no other formal information of 
any kind from any place, that was the only story we had. 

Q. Now, this is, as I understand it, what Mr. Ellicott said 
to the meeting? A. This is what Mr. Ellicott had stated 
to the men and that he, Mr. Ellicott, stated that there was, 
he had not been ofiicially notified by anybody to that effect 
and would have to take it for what it was worth. He had 
hoped that there would be no difficulty or no trouble of any 
kind. 

Mr. Evans, he read some articles and data relative lo 
the railroad strike, as I remember it. 

Mr. Rose: May we have the details, Mr. Exam- 
15165 iner, if the witness recalls what was read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Tell us. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me, Mr. Examiner, if Board’s 
counsel would give the witness a chance he would remem¬ 
ber, he would tell us what he remembers about the meeting, 
that was the question. 

1 stated, Mr. Ellicott, when I originally asked the ques¬ 
tion, but I want you to tell us, if you remember, what Mr. , 
Evans and Mr. Ellicott and yourself said. I 

The Witness: Yes, well, we will go back to Mr. Ellicott i 
if you care to. i 

Mr. Ellicott’s further statement on the subject was to 
the effect that he hoped everybody would continue to work [ 
and that there would not be any difficulties, any strike. He j 
hoped that things that he had heard were not true and that [ 
it depended entirely upon the men what was done at the j 
Cambria Plant, it was entirely up to them. j 

I don’t remember anything particularly further than j 
that. I think that was about all he said at that particular 
time. 



7536 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What depended on the men, Mr. 
Hough, do you remember if he said any more in detail what 
it was that depended on the men? A. AYhether they con¬ 
tinued to operate the plant or not depended entirely 

15166 upon the men, whether they come out to work or not. 
It was right in their hands. 

Q. Now, you were talking about Mr. Evans— A. Mr. 
Evans, he read some articles regarding the railroad situa¬ 
tion and the statements to the effect that the railroad men 
on the Conemaugh and Blacklick Railroad were receiving 
more money per hour than the men in similar jobs on out¬ 
side railroads and that it was quite unfair to our Cone¬ 
maugh and Blacklick Railroad men to have to take a reduc¬ 
tion in their pay which would be necessary according to 
the new set-up, that is about all I remember about it. 

Q. Necessary according to the new set-up? A. New 
set-up. 

Q. What do vou mean, what was asked bv the union ? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Now, what did you say at the meeting? A. I simply 
mentioned that I had been out around the plant consider¬ 
able and knew all the rank and file and the men in general 
and it was almost unbelievable to me to think that there 
was going to be any difficulty, any strike or anything, that 
I thought that the men were well satisfied with the condi¬ 
tions and eveiwthing and I was at a loss to understand why 
there would be any strike at that particular time. 

15167 Q. At that meeting did Mr. Ellicott say in words 
or in substance that he had been in conference with 

Mayor Shields and that the representatives should go out 
and tell the men that the Mayor had promised them all 
the protection that was desired? A. No, he didn’t, it was as 
I stated there, the Mayor called up Mr. Ellicott and told 
him he had word that there was going to be a strike, and 
that is the substance of the whole thing that I know of. 

Q. That is what Mr. Ellicott stated to the meeting? A. 
Yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott say at that meeting in words or in 
substance that the representatives were to go out in the 
mill and tell the men that those that wanted to work, they 
were to come to work? A. Mr. Ellicott made the state- 
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nieut that the plant would keep operating, if the men came 
to work. I don’t remember him saying “out in the plant, 
go out in the plant and tell all the men that.” 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott say at that meeting in words or in 
substance that he had been in conference with the Mayor 
and that the Mayor had promised the men police protec¬ 
tion? A. No- 

Q. In so far as you remember was anything said 

15168 by anyone at the meeting with respect to police pro¬ 
tection or protection? A. I don’t recall any state¬ 
ment to that effect. 

Q. I am not restricting myself to Mr. Ellicott. A. No. 

Q. But to anyone at the meeting. A. No, I don’t recall. 

Q. Either a member of the General Body or anyone? A. 
No, I don’t recall anything except what the men said them¬ 
selves, some of the representatives wanted to know what 
would be going on, whether or not they would get to work 
and this, that, and the other thing, regarding if there was 
a strike. The men asked that question whether they would 
have protection, whether they would—whether it would 
be safe for them to come to work and things of that order. 

Q. Well, after these statements had been made by you 
and Messrs. Evans and Ellicott, as you have described, did 
you leave the meeting? A. Immediately. 

Q. And do you remember where you went after the meet¬ 
ing? A. Yes, I went back into Mr. Ellicott’s office, both 
Ellicott and myself went in there. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not anyone else came 
into the office while 5 ^ou were there with Mr. Ellicott? 

15169 A. I was standing in front of Mr. Ellicott’s table 
and— 

Q. This was in Mr. Ellicott’s office? A. In Mr. Ellicott’s 
office, and a fellow by the name of James Custer came to 
the door and asked if—^he said he had something he wanted 
to talk about, and so we invited him in. 

Q. And will you go ahead and tell me what took place 
after that and what was said and done? 

A. Why, Mr. Custer asked Mr. Ellicott if he would write 
a note for him, that he could pin on the bulletin board, and 
Mr. Ellicott said, “What kind of a note?” 
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Well, he says, “I want to put a note on the bulletin 
board.” He said that he don’t want to go on strike, that 
”wc don’t want to go on strike, that we want to work.” 

Mr. Ellicott told him he couldn’t do anything like that. 
He said, “You can write a note, write one yourself.” 

“Well,” he said, “I am not very good at spelling.” He 
said, “I’d rather somebody else would write it.” 

Well, Mr. Ellicott said, “You will do all right.” He 
said, “Go ahead and write one.” So he called for the clerk 
to come in, and the clerk came in and he gave him a piece 
of paper and a pencil and he sat down right opposite 

15170 Mr. Ellicott at his table and wrote a note that he was 
going to post on the bulletin board regarding some¬ 
thing about not striking and continuing to work. I know 
he asked how to spell sympathetic or something, and one 
or two other words, I just don’t remember. I was sitting 
there, I wasn’t paying much attention to what he was put¬ 
ting down there, because he had his own mind set on it, 
and it was his job anyhow. 

He finally got it concocted, and he asked the clerk to cor¬ 
rect the spelling that was on it. He went out there and 
corrected the words. That is the last I know about that 
particular note. 

Q. Were you in the office the entire time that Custer was 
there? A. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Kose: What was that last question, please? 

Mr. Broun: Please read the question back. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry, I thought you said Tressler. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

The Witness: I was in there during the entire time. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) He left before you did? A. 

15171 He left, yes, as a matter of fact he didn’t come back, 
I believe, after that was corrected. 

Q. What is that? A. After the correction and all got 
through with it, he didn’t come back, he took this note with 
him. 

Q. I see, did Mr. Ellicott say to Custer in words or in sub¬ 
stance, “Put on the note ‘stick to your jobs, we will have 
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protection.’ ” A. No, he did not, he told Custer to frame 
his ov;n note, that he couldn’t have anj’thing to do with 
it, that wasn’t his job. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott tell Custer what he should write on 
the note? A. He did not tell him what to put on. 

Q. Did Custer ask Mr. Ellicott whether he, Mr. Ellicott 
thought that the statement, “I am opposed to a sym¬ 
pathetic strike” would be a good idea for the notice, and 
did Mr. Ellicott say, “Fine”? A. No, Mr. Ellicott kept 
telling Custer to write and frame his own note, that that 
was something he was doing for the men and it was some¬ 
thing that he was particularly interested in. 

Q. Mr. Hough, is your hearing good? A. Yes, sir, I 
think so, I am pretty sure it is. 

Q. At the time that you had the conference with 
15172 Burgess Sewak and Mr. Ellicott that you mentioned 
a few moments ago, on June 7th or 8th, whatever 
the date was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you are wrong, you said 
^Ir. Sewak and Mr. Ellicott— 

Mr. Broun: What did I say? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Ellicott. 

^Ir. Broun: I did mis-speak, will you please strike it 
out and let me rephrase the question, Mr. Examiner, we 
were talking about Mr. Ellicott and Custer and I mis-spoke. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) At the time you had the conference 
with Mr. Bergman and Burgess Sewak, on June 7th or 8th, 
whatever the date was, did you hear everything that was 
said by either yourself or Burgess Sewak or Bergman at 
that conference? A. Yes, I am sure I did, we were right 
together. 

Q. Did vou attend a meeting of the General Body on 
June 21, 1937? A. I did. 

Q. Were you present at the entire meeting from begin¬ 
ning to end? A. Only for a period of time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Broun, sup¬ 
pose we take a brief recess before before you go into that 
meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Surely. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten minutes. 
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15173 (Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which 
the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Proceed. 

Mr. Broun: Have you got the last question, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is the meeting of June 21? 

Mr. Broun: June 21, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In other words, you were not pres¬ 
ent for the entire meeting? A. No, just for the period of 
the invitation. 

Q. Were any others representing the management pres¬ 
ent at that meeting? A. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans. 

Q. Did either or both of them make any statement to the 
meeting? A. Mr. Ellicott spoke at that particular meet¬ 
ing. I don't remember anything about what Evans said, 
or whether he talked or not. 

Q. Did you have anything to say? A. No. I had nothing 
to say at that meeting. 

Q. Can you tell me, please, what was said at the meet¬ 
ing by Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans, if he spoke? A. 

15174 Mr. Ellicott spoke on the—regarding the fact that 
we had been put out of business by the martial law 

edict, and that we had nothing to do with it, and we could 
not get going again until it was lifted, and everything possi¬ 
ble had been done with the State administration. 

Q. Had been done wnth the State administration, you 
say? A. Had been done with the State administration to 
prevent such a thing. That is, not to prevent it, to call it 
off. 

Q. To what was he referring? You say, put you out of 
business? A. Closed down our plant. The martial law 
closed down our plant, with the exception of the units that 
were allowed to continue on account of continuous opera¬ 
tion. The men were—the representatives were more or less 
indignant because we did not seem to be able to do anything 
to get the plant going again. 

Q. Did some of the representatives say anything to that 
effect? A. The representatives were very much put out 
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and wanted to know why we could not get going. They did 
not see any reason why they should be prevented from earn¬ 
ing their bread and butter. 

15175 Q. Did they say that at the meeting while you were 
present? A. They said it at the meeting while I 

was present, while I was there. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Evans make any statement 
with reference to those expressions on the part of the rep¬ 
resentatives? A. Mr. Ellicott and it may be that Mr. Evans 
did say a word or two regarding the fact that everything 
possible was being done. There was nothing possible to 
be done further except to have things take its course. That 
is all that could be done. 

Q. Then, after the statement which you have described, 
and the statements of the employees, did you and Mr. 
Evans and Mr. Ellicott leave the meeting, or not? A. Yes. 
We left the meeting. 

Q. Do you know a man named Tom Updyke? A. I do. 

Q. Did you know Tom Updyke during the year 1937 ? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember the date on which the strike in the 
steel plant did start? A. Yes, on June 11th. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Updyke 

15176 about three weeks prior to the strike, or not, as far 
as you can remember? A. I don’t remember specifi¬ 
cally three weeks. 

Q. Did you state at any time, or say at any time to Mr. 
Updyke that if he would stand on his heels he would get a 
better job? A. No, no. I never said anything like that. 

Q. Did you ever say anything like that to Mr. Updyke? 

A. Yes. I said something. I talked to Tom on more occa¬ 
sions than one. I well remember one conversation I had 
with him. We got talking about safety down there, and 
I told Tom if he would stand on his toes, on his toes, the 
safety was bound, was sure to get ahead. A man always 
on his toes was bound to get ahead. I 

Q. Do you know a man named John Ignots? A. Yes, 
Ido. 

Q. Did you know John Ignots during the year 1937? A. 
Yes, I knew him for a long time. 1937. 
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Q. Do you remember having a conversation with Mr, 
Ignots at any time shortly before the strike? A. Yes, I 
remember. 

Q. Do you remember what the conversation was about? 
What was said in the conversation ? A. MTiy— 

Q. Well, if you don’t remember, it isn’t important, 

Mr. Rose: Well, we haven’t had any answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, let us see— 

15177 The Witness: Well, I had several conversations 
with him, and one immediately before this strike. I 

remember one—yes, I remember one. I am pretty sure it 
was just before the strike. That was down the Lower 
Works, and Mr. Ignots was up on a girder burning off a 
leanto, and I hollered up at John, “You better be careful 
up there”. 

He did not have a rope on and if he ever fell down it 
would be just too bad for him. He was in a precautions 
position, and I did not know he could hang on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean, precautions or 
precarious ? 

The Witness: Precarious, I guess. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you in that conversation or at 
any other time tell Mr. Ignots that he had a rope around 
his neck? A. No, It’s funny, I told him that time if he 
did not have a rope on he might not do so well. It would 
be pretty bad for him if he ever fell from the position he 
was in. 

Q. Did you, Mr. Hough, attend the annual conference 
under the Plan of Employees’ Representation in the Cam¬ 
bria Plant in 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Was that held in Februai-y, 1937 ? A. Yes. 

15178 Q. Do you remember where it was held? A. The 
General Office Building. 

Q. Were there any speakers? A. Yes, there was Mr. 
Grace, Mr. Larkin. 

Q. Mr. E. G, Grace? A, Mr. E. G. Grace. 

Q. And Mr. J, M. Larkin? A. J. M. Larkin, and Mr. 
Ellicott. He read a paper that Mr. Bent sent in, who was 
unable to be here. 

Q. Were there any other speakers? A. Yes, there were 
some representatives, Clare Williams was one. He spoke. 
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Q. Do you remember what was said in any of these 
speeches, or by any of the speakers? A. No. No, I do not 
remember it. 

Q. Did Mr. Grace at that conference say, in words or sub¬ 
stance, that the representation Plan at the Cambria Plant 
would be in existence if only one representative was left? 

A. I did not hear any statement like that, and I doubt very 
much if he made such a statement. I am sure I would have I 
heard it if it would have been made. I 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the last part of the an- [ 

15179 swer. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me it is 
entirely responsive. 

Mr. Rose: It is not responsive to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Do you mean by that, Mr. Hough, that you were in a 
position to hear everything that Mr. Grace said? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner—off 
the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Cross-Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Mr. Hough, when for the first time 
did you hear that there might be a strike at the Cambria 
Plant? A. I don’t know— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Board’s counsel had refer¬ 
ence to the strike which occurred in 1937 ? 

Mr, Rose: That is right. 

The Witnes: I don’t know exactly. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Can you give us an approximate date? 

A. Oh, I think—don’t know—^it was some few weeks, I 
believe, before the strike. I don’t know. I heard 

15180 rumors of it the same as anybody else. 

Q. During the few weeks you mentioned, did you 
have any discussions with Mr. Ellicott? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I could not hear that ques¬ 
tion o-n account of a street car that passed. May we have 
it read back? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Did you hear it, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

The Reporter: Yes. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) About the possibility of the strike? 
A. We talked about it in generalities, yes. 

Q. Now, prior to the time you had the conference with 
Mr. Sewak, did you have a conference with Mr. Ellicott 
concerning the situation in Franklin Boro? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that that 
question is too broad and ambiguous. What is meant by 
the situation in Franklin Boro? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think that is clear. He 
may answer it. 

The Witness: I had no discussion with Mr, Ellicott 
15181 about any situation at Franklin Boro. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prior to that conference, did 
you have any talks with Mr. Ellicott concerning the swear¬ 
ing in of the plant watchmen for duty in Franklin Boro in 
the event there was a strike? A. That was at the request 
of Mr. Ellicott that Mr. Bergman and I visited Mr. Sewak, 
and—that was prior to the strike, yes. 

Q. Coming prior to the time you and Mr. Bergman vis¬ 
ited Mr. Sewak, did Mr. Ellicott make that request of you? 
A. I say I went up there on the 7th or 8th—whichever day 
it was—don’t remember. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, I believe the record 
is a little bit muddled on the situation, just what the re¬ 
quest was. Mr. Rose asked the question and as he finished 
his phrase, which was something to the effect concerning 
the swearing in of Bethlehem watchmen in the event there 
was a strike, Mr. Hough began his answer that he went to 
Franklin Boro at Mr. Ellicott’s request. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, clear it up. 



BETH. STEEL CO, ET AL. VS, NATL. LABOE EEL. BOABD. 7545 

Mr. Rose: I am trying to. May I have the last question 
read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the last question, please. 

15182 (The reporter repeated the last question as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr, Bose) Well, did Mr, Ellicott make that re¬ 
quest of you prior to the time you went up there? 

Mr. Broun: That is my point. We are talking about that 
request. Mr. Hough started to answer to what that 
refers to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How did you happen to go to 
Mr. Sewak? 

The Witness: Mr. Ellicott requested me, on the day— 

I think the 7th or 8th—whichever day it was we went up 
there—the very same day, 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Going back to the time he made that 
request of you, who was present when he made that re¬ 
quest? A. Al. Bergman and myself. 

Q. Any one else? A, No, sir. 

Q. And where were you, Mr. Bergman and Mr. Ellicott 
at the time? A. In Mr. Ellicott’s office. 

Q. Will you tell us what was said? A. Why, nothing j 
more or less than we were apprehensive of difficulties that 1 
might occur if there was a strike, and that we should have i 
some sworn-in officers. Our men were merely watchmen, | 
and Mr. Ellicott told us to go up and see Mr. Sewak and | 
see if he would swear in six or eight special officers. 

15183 Q. Was anything else said? A. Not that I re¬ 
member. 

Q. Prior to that conversation at which this request was 
made, had there been any discussion of requesting Mr. 
Sewak to swear in some men? A. Not to my knowledge.’ 

Q, Now, at the conference with Mr. Sewak, was anything 
said as to who would pay the men that you asked to be 
sworn in, the special policemen? 

Mr. Broun: I would like that question read back, please, 

Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, read it back. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 
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The Witness: I remember nothing about any paying 
of the men. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Was it your understanding at the 
time that if such men had been sworn in they would be paid 
by the company? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that as a purely hypothetical 
question. 

Mr. Rose: I say that we are entitled to know. 

Mr, Broun: Not at all. The only thing in issue 

15184 is what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Bead the question, 

please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Had you considered at all, Mr. 
Hough, who would pay the men if they had been sworn in? 
The Witness: There was no mention made. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, did you consider it? 

The Witness: I had not considered it at all. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, just so the record won't 
be mixed up, will the reporter read that? I believe the 
witness started to answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He did not say anything. He 
opened his mouth. Did the reporter hear any answer? 
The Reporter: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did Mr. Ellicott at the time he made 
the statement that you and Mr. Bergman go up and see Mr. 
Sewak, mention anything about payment of the men who 
might be sworn in by Mr. Sewak? 

15185 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the 
question was answered a moment ago on cross exam¬ 
ination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He said he did not consider it. 
Mr. Rose: The first question was directed to the time of 
the conference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Rose: I am now going back to the time Mr. Ellicott 
made the request. 

Mr. Broun: As I understand it, Mr. Examiner, there 
wasn't any time limitation on the question you asked the 
witness. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not think there was. Well, 
let us have the answer to this one. 

The Witness: There was no mention made of payment 
in any way, shape or form. 

Mr. Rose: During the month of June, 1937, did you have 
any other conversations with Mr, Sewak concerning swear¬ 
ing in of special policemen of Franklin Boro? 

The Witness; No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) With reference to the General Body 
meeting of June 11th, 1937, who invited you to attend the 
meeting—I mean by that, who made the request of you? 
A. I don't remember the individual that came up, 

15186 whether it was the secretary or whether it was the 
chairman. Sometimes it is one, sometimes they just 

send one of their representatives out. 

Q. Where were you at the time? A. In my ofl&ce. 

Q. Was there anyone with you? A. I don’t remember 
that. 

Q. Prior to the time you were invited to attend the meet- 
ing, you knew, didn’t you, that there was going to be a 
general body meeting that day, did you not? 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that ques¬ 
tion is a little too leading. It should be rephrased. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Read that. I could not hear 
it myself. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I was advised there was to be a meeting 
on that day, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) When were you so advised? A. I 
don’t remember the exact time, but it was during—around 
noon, or around that time. It was during that day. That 
is all I can tell you, and— 

Q. Who advised you that there was going to be such a 
meeting? A. I don’t know whether my chief clerk 

15187 told me, or who told me. He generally keeps me in¬ 
formed on anything like that. I am out in the plant, 

and not in the office a whole lot. 
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Q. Did you make it your business to be in your office on 
that day? A. After I was told that there was to be a meet¬ 
ing, yes, sir. 

Q. You were not surprised when you were invited to at¬ 
tend the meeting? A. No. It was nothing unusual. 

Q. Prior to the meeting, did you discuss with anyone as 
to what you would say at the meeting? A. No, sir. 

Q. You testified that at that meeting some representative 
asked that they would have protection, and whether it was 
safe to go to work? I believe that was the way you phrased 
it? A. That is right. 

Q. And I believe you said they asked that question ? A. 
That is right. 

Q. Was that question answered by either Mr. Ellicott, 
Mr. Evans, or yourself? A. It was hoped that they would 
be protected—^hoped that they would have whatever 

15188 was necessary for them to go back and forth to work, 

Q. Who answered the question? A. I believe Mr. 
Ellicott answered that. 

Q. What did he say? A. Something t-o that effect, that 
he hoped for protection, and that it ought to be safe for 
men to go back and forth to their work. 

Q. Did he say he believed the men would receive pro¬ 
tection if they went t-o work? A. No. He said like I just 
said. 

Q. I mean, how long after you left the meeting did you 
go to Mr. Ellicott's office with Mr. Ellicott? 

15189 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I still do not believe 
that Mr. Rose wants the question to stand as it is 

phrased now. 

Trial Examiner: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did you go to Mr. Ellicott’s office 
with him immediately after you left the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Now, can I have that read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun; I object to that, Mr. Examiner, as assuming 
a state of facts not in evidence. There is no testimony 
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that Mr. Hough went to Mr, EUicott’s office with Mr. EUi- 
cott. 

Mr. Rose: I am asking— 

Mr. Broun: He did not ask, but made a statement. | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, tell us. j 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) What happened after the meeting, j 
after you and Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans left the meeting 2 | 

A. After we left the meeting we went out in the hall and j 

talked a little bit. Mr. Evans and Mr. Ellicott and myself | 
talked maybe for a minute or two, and the meeting broke | 
up shortly after that, and several of the representatives 
came out into the hall, and we talked forward and back¬ 
ward with the individual representatives that wanted 

15190 to talk to us, and Mr. Ellicott and myself went into 
his office, his room. 

Q. Was it at that time that Mr. Custer came into the 
room? A. Immediately after that, yes. 

Q. Now, how long after you, Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans 
left the meeting did the meeting break up ? A. It was a mat¬ 
ter of just a few minutes, I would say—maybe five min¬ 
utes ; four or five minutes—something like that. 

Q. What was the next meeting of the General Body that 
you recall attending? A. Well, the 21st, I believe. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might we have the month 
stated so the record will be clear? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What month? 

The Witness: June. 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) June 21,1937? A. 1937. 

Q. That is the meeting you referred to on your direct 
examination? A. Yes, sir. j 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that state- | 
ment should not be made in that way, because Mr. Hough 
referred to two meetings on his direct examination, 

15191 both June 11th and June 21st, 

Mr, Rose: Well, leave it that that is one of the 
meetings you referred to on direct examination. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Did Mr. Evans speak at that meet¬ 
ing? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, are we talking about the 
21st? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The meeting of the 21st. 
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Mr. Rose: The 21st. The last one you mentioned. 

The Witness: I believe he did say a few words there. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Will you tell us what he said? A. If 
I remember right, it was with regards to the martial law, 
and the fact that everything possible was being done to 
get the plant reopened—something to that effect. I do 
not remember exactly. 

Q. Well, I mean, to the best of your recollection; just the 
substance. A. He did not speak but a very few words. 

Q. Well, then, tell us the substance of what Mr. Ellicott 
said at that meeting. A. Mr. Ellicott went on to explain to 
the men that it was impossible to get the plant going due 
to the fact that we were under martial law, and that evei*y- 
body had been appealed to in the State Administration, and 
there was not anything could be done about it. We just 
had to grin and bear it until such time came when 

15192 they could give us permission to operate again. 

The men were requesting what could be done to 
get it opened up, what they could do, and what he could do. 

Q. Were those questions answered by Mr. Ellicott? A. 
What? 

Q. Were those questions answered by Mr. Ellicott? A. 
Mr. Ellicott’s answer was a general statement that there 
was not anything could be done; everything had been done 
that could be done. They were just tied, and that is all 
there was to it. 

Q. Did he suggest anything that the men might be able 
to do? A. No. 

Q. Or don’t you recall? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has answered. 

Mr. Rose: I did not hear the answer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous answer. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You told us about one conversation 
you had with a Tom TJpdyke, and I believe you said there 
were others; is that correct? A. What? 

Q. I believe you said you had other conversations with 
Tom TJpdyke; is that correct? A. I talked to Tom 

15193 at various times, yes. 
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Q. Do you recall other conversations you had with | 
Tom Updyke other than the one you mentioned? A, I 
talked to Toni mostly, as I say, on safety measures. Tom 
was a very ardent safety men in our Lower Works. He 
had requested me in various instances to have certain I 
things done down there, and it was not at all uncommon I 
for me to talk to Tom when I went down there about safety ! 
measures and working conditions and what-not on many, 
many times. 

Q. Was he the employees’ representative at the time? A. 

He was the employees ’ representative; yes, sir. 

Q. How long were you, Mr. Evans, and Mr. Ellicott pres¬ 
ent at the General Body meeting of June 21, 1937? A. | 
Just for a short period. 

Q. And do you know what, or have you any idea when 
that meeting broke up? A. No. I haven’t the least 
idea. No. 

Q. Did you ever discuss the Plan of Employees’ Rep¬ 
resentation with any employees? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may we have counsel for 
the Board state what he means by such a question, did you 
ever discuss the Plan of Employees’ Representation with 
any employees. That is very broad. 

Mr. Rose: Just talking about— 

15194 Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you have any con¬ 
versations about it with any employees? 

The Witness: Yes, I had conversations with them. They 
made requests to me when they wanted certain things done. 
They did not hesitate to talk to me. That is a thing I re¬ 
quested them to do at General Body meetings. If there 
was anything to do to go along with them to get things 
they thought they needed, I would be very glad to do it. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Aside from those instances— A. I 
have nothing to do with the representation. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with any employee 
about the representation? A. No. 

Q. Are you a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. I am. 

Q. How long have you been a member? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to this, on the 
ground that it is improper cross-examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 
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Mr. Broun: May I have a general objection, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Do you understand the question, Mr. Hough? 

Bead that back, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

15195 The Witness: About a year or a little over a 
year. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Were you a member during the 
months of June and July, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you pay for the membersip ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Who paid for it? A. Why, I don’t Imow. One of 
our funds, I believe. 

Q. What do you mean by one of our funds? A. A fund 
set up for that particular purpose. 

Q. Well, wasn’t it paid for by the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During the months of June and July, 1937, did you 
contribute any money to the Johnstown Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: May I have an objection to this line as im¬ 
proper cross-examination, and any other questions along 
this line? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How much did you contribute— A. 
to the— 

Q. —to the Citizens’ Committee? A. $50. 

15196 Q. To whom did you pay the contribution? A. 
Mr. Evans. 

Q. And he made a request of you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Prior to the time you made the payment? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Did you attend the lunch table meetings of the super¬ 
intendents? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may we have counsel for 
the Board state what he is talking about when he says lunch 
table meetings of the superintendents. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There has been previous tes¬ 
timony about that. 
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Mr. Broun: It should be with sufficient particularity 
for someone reading the record to know what the witness 
and what counsel for the Board are talking about. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We have had other witnesses— 
I "will let the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) You understood me, Mr. Hough, did 
you not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He answered the question. 
Mr. Rose: Well, all right. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Now, prior to the meeting of the 

15197 General Body on June 21, 1937, you knew, did you 
not, that there was to be a meeting on that date! 

Mr. Broun: A meeting of the General Body, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, of course. 

The Witness: June when? 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) June 21st? A, Well, I knew it on the 
day. 

Q. Prior to the meeting, you knew there was to be a 
meeting of the General Body also? A. Yes. 

Q. A meeting of the General Body held? A. Yes. 

Q. How did you learn of that? A. I don’t remember 
whether there was a note put on my desk or not. 

Q. Did the chief clerk tell you? A. I imagine he put a 
note on my desk that there would be a meeting—where I 
generally get my information, 

Q. Prior to that meeting, you knew, did you not, that you 
would be invited in to speak at the meeting? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no testimony that 
he did speak at the meeting. There was no testimony 
that— 

Mr. Rose: I will withdraw that. I am not sure. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Prior to that meeting, you 

15198 knew, didn’t you, Mr. Hough, that you would be 
invited in to the meeting? A. I did not know until 

I had the notice on my desk, or wherever I got it. I did 
not know that there was a meeting. When I found that 
out I knew I was invited in. That is understood. They 
invited us in to every one of the meetings. 

15199 Q. What was the note on the desk, that there would 
be a meeting— A. A meeting of the General Body. 

Q. On that particular day? A. Yes. 
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Q. And when you saw that you knew that you would be 
invited? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you and Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans go into that 
meeting together? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And where did you three men meet, immediately be¬ 
fore you went into the meeting? A. We did not meet. We 
just walked in when they came in and told us we were in¬ 
vited in. We were all three in different oflBces. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Ellicott and 
Mr. Evans? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

15200 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q, (By Mr. Rose) Did you tell us, Mr. Hough, the 
position Mr. Bergman holds? A. He is generally known as 
chief of police for the Bethlehem. 

Q. Do you know Mr. E. L. Roberts? A. Yes. 

Q. Whai position does he hold ? 

Mr. Broun: I object to this, Mr. Examiner, as being be¬ 
yond the scope of the direct examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Assistant to Mr. Evans. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) Do you know how long he has held 
that position? A. Not exactly. No, I could not tell you. 

Q. Approximately? A. Well, maybe five or six years. 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Broun: It is understood, I assume, that I have a 
general objection to all this? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) How long did you say you have been 
assistant general manager? A. August 1st, 1937—1936, 
rather. 

Q. What was your position prior to that time? A. Su¬ 
perintendent of the Gautier Division. 

Q. Have you ever served as a member of a Joint 

15201 Committee under the Plan of Employees’ Represent¬ 
ation? A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Broun: I object to this line of questioning, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, as being beyond the scope of the direct examina¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, and the objec¬ 
tion \vill be noted. 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) 'WTiat Joint Committee was that? 

A. Welfare, Safety, and so on. 

Q. When was that? A. When I was superintendent of 
the Gautier Division. 

Q. Have you served on any such committee since then? 

A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might we have the question 
cleared up of whether Mr. Hough was a member of the com¬ 
mittee during the entire time he was superintendent of the 
Gautier Division or merely some time? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr, Rose) Yes. Could you gve us the years 
approximately when you were a member of that committee ? 

A. I was on that committee for two or three years. 

Q. Could you name the years? A. I know it was part of 
1936, 1935; and I think, probably, in 1934. 

Mr. Rose: No further questions. 

15202 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun—I think I 
have—never mind. 

Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know whether it is 
the case or not, but you were starting to say something. 1 
have in mind that perhaps you have some questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I have one question, and I can¬ 
not make up my mind whether I have a question. I do 
not recall what Mr. Hough said about this incident when 
Mr. Custer came in. If I was sure on that point I would not 
have any question, but I suppose he might tell us now about 
where the clerk came into the room. 

The Witness: That was after Mr. Custer came into the 
office, James Custer, and asked Mr. Ellicott for the privilege 
of putting up a notice, and asked if he would write one for 
him, and Mr. Ellicott told him, as I stated before, he could 
not do anything like that. That was not in his scope, and 
he said he would furnish him with a pencil and paper, and 
he could write his own. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: You said Mr. Ellicott said he 
would furnish him? You mean, Mr, Custer? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean, Mr. Ellicott had a 
clerk bring it in ? 

The Witness: Bring it in from the other office. 

15203 Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what confused 
me before, the pronouns, he and him. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Hough, Mr. Rose asked you a 
question, something to the effect of whether Mr. Evans re¬ 
quested you to make a contribution to the Citizens’ Commit¬ 
tee, and you gave, as I remember, an affirmative answer. 
Will you tell me what Mr. Evans said? A. He said that 
there was a general contribution being taken up for the 
Citizens’ Committee, and wanted to know if I would partic¬ 
ipate, to which I said yes. 

Q. Did he say anything about solicitors for the Citizens’ 
Committee having spoken to him? A. Yes, he said that 
there was a committee formed, and they had asked him to 
take care of this particular donation. 

Q. You mean, the solicitors had asked Mr. Evans to 
speak to the Bethlehem men? A, Had asked him to take 
care of this particular division, which he did. 

15204 Q. Had Mr. Evans in any previous solicitation, let 
us say for Community Chest, done that same sort of 

thing for solicitors ? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to as immaterial and irrele¬ 
vant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: It was, it is very common for us to do that 
very thing for various endeavors that are being put across, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Then you mean Mr. Evans had done 
similar things with respect to other matters? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You said that Mr. Bergman is generally known as the 
chief of the Bethlehem police? A, Yes. 

Q. WTiat is his power and his duty? A. Well, he has a 
definite force of men working under him known as watch¬ 
men for the protection of plant properties— 

Q. Then he is the head of, in charge of, the watchmen, is 
he? A. He is head of that particular division, yes. 
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15205 Q. And he is sometimes known, is generally known 
as the chief of the police around the community, is 

that correct? A. He is actually chief watchman, but I 
guess maybe a little honorary stuff and they call him chief 
of police. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Kose: May I ask another question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

Recross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Rose) During the month of June, Mr. 
Hough, did you have any conferences or meetings with 
Mayor Shields? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Rose: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Hough, do you know any¬ 
one by the name of G. W, Richards, of Philadelphia, Penn¬ 
sylvania ? 

The Witness: G. W. Richards, Philadelphia, Pennsyl¬ 
vania? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How much did you say you con¬ 
tributed to the Citizens’ Committee? 

The Witness: Fifty dollars. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it by check? 

15206 The Witness: Sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was it by check or cash? 
The Witness: Cash. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: When was that contribution 
made, to the best of your recollection? 

The Witness: Oh, I don’t know, I couldn’t tell you, 

Mr. Broun; I think in answer to one of Mr. Rose’s ques¬ 
tions, Mr. Bose fixed the time as June or July, as I re¬ 
call it. 

Mr. Rose; I didn’t fix the time. 

Mr. Broun: I thought your question was related to that. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 

Mr. Rose: Well can we fix the time then, Mr. Examiner, 
of the contribution? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, I have forgotten—just a 
moment. What would be your best recollection then as to 
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the time, Mr. Hough, please, as to whether it was June or 
July? 

The Witness: All I can tell you, whenever that drive was 
on, whenever they were making that solicitation I gave and 
I couldn’t tell you, I don’t know whether it was June or 
July, latter part of June or first part of July, I couldn’t 
tell you. 

15207 Trial Examiner Bloom: You don’t think you 
might have made two contributions, one of fifty and 
one of twenty-five, possibly? 

The Witness: No, fifty dollars once. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record, 
after which the following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Hough, do you by any change know an R. E. Hough 
who lives in Philadelphia, presumably? 

The Witness: No, sir, I do not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Rose: No questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all, thank you, Mr. 
Hough; you are excused. That is all there is. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 5:05 o’clock p. m., April 12, 1938, an ad¬ 
journment was taken to 10:00 o’clock a. m., April 13,1938.) 
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15211 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 


Br-m \ 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 
Wednesday, April 13, 1938. * 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., 
(Washington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the Na¬ 
tional Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and I 
Eugene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de i 
Gersdorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New 
York, N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 

D. P. Weimer, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.), I 

Frank P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania), ! 
on behalf of the Plan of Employees ’ Representation I 
at Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, I 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johns¬ 
town, Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 

15212 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order, 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Bergman, will you please take the 
stand? 

A. G. Bergman a witness called by and on behalf of the 
Respondents, being first duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: j 

Direct Examination I 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, will you please state 
your full name for us and spell it so the record will be 
correct? A. A. G. B-e-r-g-m-a-n. 
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Q. What is your residence address, Mr. Bergman? A. 
237 Llewellyn Street, Johnstown, Pa. 

Q. Are you employed, Mr. Bergman? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom ? A. Bethlehem Steel. 

Q. Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany. 

Q. What is your position? A. Since ’23 I have been 
Chief of Police of Bethlehem Steel Company, hired in 1909 
as a— 

15213 Q. That was Bethlehem Steel Company, was it? 
A. No, Midvale Steel. 

Q. But at the Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant. 

Q. You say that you are Chief of Police, that is what you 
are known as? A. Elnown as. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to the form of that 
question. 

Mr. Broun: I would like to know the ground of the ob¬ 
jection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Who, or what, do you have charge 
of, Mr. Bergman? A. The watchmen of Bethlehem Steel 
Company. 

Q. Do those watchmen have any police powers now? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Do you have charge of all of the watchmen in the 
plant, or only a part of them? A, All of them. 

Q. In the Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant. 

Q. Will you tell me generally about the size and location 
of the Cambria Plant? A. It is about eight miles 

15214 long, extending along the Conemaugh River and it 
extends to the scrap drop, to the rod and wire mill, 

takes in the Wheel Plant, Franklin Plant, Gautier Plant, 
Cambria Plant, and the Rod and Wire. 

Q. Those are the principal units of the plant? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Where are those units located with reference to the 
city of Johnstown? A. The Wire Mill, Cambria, Gautier, is 
located in the city of Johnstown. Franklin Plant and Wheel 
Plant is in Franklin Boro. Scrap Drop—^no, I wouldn’t 
say—^I don’t think it is in a boro. 

Q. The Scrap Drop is not in the boro? A. No. 
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Q. Is the Wheel Plant in Franklin Boro or next to the 
boro ? A. In the boro. 

Q. You say the Wire Mill and Lower Gautier, or Lower 
Gautier, is in the city; does that mean the city surrounds 
them, in part, at least? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And where is the main residential and business part 
of the Franklin Boro with reference to the Franklin Works 
and the Wheel Plant? A. It lays between the Franklin 
Plant and the Wheel Plant. 

15215 Q. Do the five divisions, plants, that you have re¬ 
ferred to, and the Scrap Drop include all of the 

Cambria Plant? A. No, no, there is other surrounding ter¬ 
ritory beside those. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the answer to that, please, Mr, 
Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I am not speaking about surround¬ 
ing territory, I am speaking about parts or units of the 
plant in addition to those, if there are any? A. No, that 
takes them all in. 

Q. Is there a unit or an operation known as the Rosedale 
Coke Plant? A. Oh, yes, Rosedale Coke Plant. 

Q. Is that included in any one of these units that you 
spoke of? A. Yes, sir, Rosedale Coke Plant. 

Q. What unit is that included in? A. That is usually in¬ 
cluded in the Lower Cambria. 

Q. I see. Then, of course, there is an office building on 
Locust Street, is there not? A. Yes, sir. 

15216 Q. Do you know, Mr, Bergman, where the Wheel 
Plant entrance is, entrance where one turns off of 

public highways or roads to go to the Wheel Plant? A. 
The main entrance ? 

Q. Yes. A. Right on the other side of Franklin Boro. 

Q. Where is the Clapboard Run? A. The Clapboard Run 
is right between the entrance to Franklin Boro. 

Q. So it is very near the \\^eel Plant entrance? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Will you tell me, Mr. Bergman, what your duties 
are as chief of police in charge of the watchmen? A. I am 
supervisor over all the watchmen of the Cambria Plant. 
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Q. Now, what I would like to know is what your general 
responsibilities and duties are as distinguished from the 
individual performance of duties by single watchmen or— 
A. You mean instructing these men for their duties? 

Q. No, I want to know what your duties are, what re¬ 
sponsibilities or duties fall upon you as chief of watchmen 
or chief of police? A. I have charge of the watchmen, hir¬ 
ing all of the watchmen and placing them at different posi¬ 
tions in the plant and looking after the Cambria 

15217 Plant in general. 

Q. What do you mean by looking after the plant 
in general? A. To see that the Cambria Plant is protected 
by the watchmen, automobiles coming in and out, parking 
cars, fire hazards, safety in general. 

Q. To see that the properties inside the plant are in safe 
condition? A. Safe condition, yes, sir. 

Q. You mean by that safety with respect to the men work¬ 
ing or safety with respect to the property, to protect it from 
fire, etcetera? A. Safety for men working and propertv. 

Q. Both? A. Both. 

Q. Do you have supervision of any other general mat¬ 
ters with respect to safety ? A. That is all. 

Q. Do you have any general duties with respect to the 
use by the employees of safety devices ? A. What is that ? 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question back, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you understand that, 

15218 Mr. Bergman? 

The Witness: Yes, you mean at their work? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Yes. A. Wearing goggles? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes. 

Q. Is that under your general supervision? A. Yes, that 
is under my supervision, wearing goggles, and to see that 
they are properly taken care of, safety shoes, and likewise. 

Q. Now you said that you had general supervision to see 
that the plant was properly taken care of and protected, 
I would like you to tell me just a little bit more in detail 
what you mean by that, protected from whom and in what 
way? A. From any invaders, that is trespassers coming in 
the plant, that may come in, they get hurt, also any, all 
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trucks, outside trucks, or local trucks coming in and going 
out of the plant. 

Q. By trespassers I suppose you mean anybody that 
hasn’t any right on the property? A. Anybody that has 
no right on the property, yes, sir. 

15219 Q. Well, now, Mr. Bergman, will you tell me gen¬ 
erally what the duties of the individual watchmen 

are? A. Well, we have— 

Q. The general duties. A. They take care of the gates, 
take all passes. 

Q. For people to enter the plant? A. For people to enter 
the plant, and in and out, employees going from one plant 
to the other have a pass and they look at fires, bad walks, 
open planks, water pipes, steam pipes, electric wires, Ben¬ 
zol Plant. 

Q. What? A. The Benzol Plant; also the electric power 
plant. 

Q. Do they have anything to do with enforcement or 
safety regulations? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is their duty in that regard? A. In case they 
see any one—anything like falling icicles in winter time, 
falling slate off the buildings, or any material hanging 
loose, or liable to fall and hurt someone. 

Q. Do they have anything to do with the enforcement of 
safety regulations as to the individual employees? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. What do they do in that regard? A. If they see a man 
without any goggles, woi'king without goggles, a pair 

15220 of shoes that is broken down, like he is liable to 
smash his foot, they go to that man and caution him, 

Q. Does the same thing apply if they do not have guards 
on the machines? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. You mentioned in your general duties the supervision 
of automobiles going in and out of the plant and parking. 

Do the individual watchmen perform those duties under 
you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They control parking, do they? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when is there traffic that they have anything to 
do with? A. At changing turns, mostly, and the gate man 
at the gate has traffic in and out at practically all hours, 
and the change of turns, at the three, seven and eleven 
shifts. 
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Q. There are parking lots inside of the plant property? 
A. There are parking lots inside of the plant. 

Q. Do the watchmen under your direction patrol the 
property and have they beats in any way? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what is done in that respect? 

15221 A. They look out for the safety. The Wheel Plant 
patrolmen, they patrol the plant, and their duty is, of 

course, to look out for anything that is hazardous, and 
safety matters, 

Q. And also to protect the plant during construction? A. 
Yes, sir, 

Q. That is true over the whole plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do they have any duty with respect to thievery, steal¬ 
ing? A. Yes, sir. If anything like that is reported, they 
take care of that, too. 

Q. Do the watchmen wear any uniform or distinctive 
clothing? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me what that consists of, please? A. A 
whipcord uniform of coat, trousers, puttees, shirt, tie, 
shield on the left breast, cap and shield on the cap, 

Q. And, of course, shoes? A. And shoes, yes. 

Q. Do the watchmen in the performance of their duties in 
the performance of parking use whistles? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do all of them have whistles, or just some? A. Just 
some. 

15222 Q. Has such a uniform as the one you described 
been worn by the watchmen of the company for a 

considerable period of time, or not? A. For several years. 

Q. Are the watchmen now equipped with any arms ? A. 
No, sir. 

Q. No firearms? A. No, sir. 

Q. No arms of other sorts? A. No, sir. 

Q. Has that been true for any considerable period of 
time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember, Mr. Bergman, when the strike 
among the employees of the Cambria Plant occurred? A. 
On the 11th dav of June— 

Q. 1937? A. 1937. 

Q. Was it true prior to that strike that the watchmen did 
not carry arms? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that true during the strike? A. Some men on 
hazardous beats—on hazardous beats? 
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Q. On hazardous beats—on what sort of beats did you 
say? A. Where they traveled the pipe line above 

15223 Franklin through the wooded territory. 

Q. Will you read back, please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness; During the strike, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did they carry arms? A. Once in 
a while. 

Q. What sort of amis? A. Sometimes they carried re¬ 
volvers. 

Q. Did any of the watchmen who were stationed at gates 
during the strike carry arms? A. No, sir, 

Q. Did those who were patrolling through the plant at 
that time carry arms? A. No, sir. 

15224 Q. Were any blackjacks furnished to the watch¬ 
men by the company? A. No, sir. 

Q. During the strike were there any maces made avail¬ 
able for use by the watchman? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were they placed? A. Some place in each and 
every Avatch-box. 

Q. Were watchmen who had completed their turn of 
duty during the strike permitted to take those maces away 
with them, or did they leave them in the watch-box? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. Which did they do? A. Watch-box. 

Q. Left them in the watch-box? A. Yes, sir. 

Q- Now, Mr. Bergman, as the man in charge of all the 
watchmen, is it your duty and function or not to detemiine 
how many watchmen there shall be? A. When the plant is 
running full I generally supervise that. I supervise it at all 
times. 

Q. Well now, how do you determine how many you need? 
A. According to the operation of the plant. 

Q. You mean that when there is a larger operation you 
have more men? A. Yes, sir. 

15225 Q. And do you take any other things into consid¬ 
eration than the number of men working? A, In 

case—when things are working full, of course, we have 
more entrances, and such like that to protect, when every¬ 
thing is open. 
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Q. In other words, when the plant is not at capacity, 
some of the entrances are closed; is that right? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. So, if I understand you correctly, you take into con¬ 
sideration, based on the amount of operation that there is 
going on in the plant, the space and the places, and what 
you have to do to carry out your duty to protect the plant 
in determining the number of men; is that right? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Well now, let us take the summer and fall of 1935. Do 
you remember about how many watchmen you had on your 
force then? A. Between 55 and 60. 

Q. And since then has there been any increase? A, Yes, 
sir, 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a snort discussion was held off the record.) 

15226 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: May I have the last question, please, 
Mr, Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: May I have the previous question read? 

(The reporter repeated the last two questions as above 
set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, I show you Board’s 
Exhibit 279, which you will see by reading the initial para¬ 
graph, states the number of watchmen at the Cambria Plant 
on certain dates listed in the exhibit. A. Yes. 

Q. Taking the dates from July 5th, 1935 to June 5th, 
1936, is that a correct statement as to your memory? I 
am speaking of July 5th, 1935 to June 5th, 1936. A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Now, you will notice that thereafter there is a higher 
number starting with July 5th. A. Yes. 

Q. Going to 73, and after that to 87, and continuing at 
that or a little less until March 5th, 1937. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that in accordance with your memory? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me, please, Mr. Bergman, what 
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15227 the situation was that led to the increase after June, 
1936? A. The increase of business. 

Q. Increase of business, you say? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had there been any gates closed before that time that 
were reopened? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What were they? A. The Wire Mill, the Rosedale— 
Q. Is that the Rosedale Coke Plant? A. Yes; Minersville, 
AVheel Plant, and American House Gate at Gautier. 

Q. How had you protected those gates prior to that time 
when operations, as I understand it, were low? A. With 
motorcycle men covering it on round trips. 

Q. And when gates were opened and operations were up, 
you had to place watchmen there? A. Place watchmen, 

Q. Did you have to have more watchmen patroling the 
plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many gates were open in the Cambria City part 
of the Works? A. During the depression, you mean? 

15228 Q. Up until June, 1936 or around that time? A. 
One. 

Q. Just one? A. No—one gate. 

Q. And after that, others were opened; is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, you mentioned the depression; prior to the de¬ 
pression, let us say 1929, operations were heavier than they 
were from 1929 to 1936, were they not? A, Yes, sir. 

Q. How many watchmen did you have then? A. About 
101 or 106, I am not sure which—in 1929? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes. 

Q. As I understand you, after some time after June, 1936 
when you increased the number of watchmen, the gates that 
you have mentioned as being closed were reopened; is that 
right? A. Yes. 

15229 Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, I object to that ques¬ 
tion. I do not think there is any testimony that they 

were reopened in June, 1936. They were reopened after 
the depression— 

Mr. Broun: Not at all, Mr. Examiner. The testimony is 
the gates were closed, as I understand it, up until some time 
around June, 1936 with the increase, and thereafter they 
were reopened. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the pending question. 
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(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Esaininer Bloom: Let us find out if they were. 
I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, my point is the witness al¬ 
ready testified about it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: T know your X)oint. Well, if 
he has already testified about it, why restate it? If he 
has not already testified about it, let him testify. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mentioned, ^Ir. Bergman, cer¬ 
tain gates as being closed. When were those gates opened? 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, what gates or which gates 
are we talking about? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Certain gates. Which gates 
were closed? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us again, please, 

15230 Mr. Bergman, the gates that were closed? A. The 
Wlieel Plant, the Wire Mill, 13" Mill—that is Gau¬ 
tier. 

Q. The 13" Mill gate was closed? A. Not the 13" Mill— 
I am wrong about that—the American House Gate. 

Q. That is Gautier? A. And the Minersville. 

Q. And how about the Rosedale Coke Plant? A. The 
Rosedale Coke Plant. 

Q. And was the gas station gate open? A. Not to—no. 
The gas station gate wasn’t opened to foot traffic or auto¬ 
mobiles till after the Cambria City Bridge, the March 17th 
flood washed the Cambria City Bridge away; then we 
opened up the gas station bridge for foot and automobiles. 

Q. Well now, take the gates you mentioned. You men¬ 
tioned the Wheel Plant and American House, and so on, the 
ones you just stated. Did all of them remain closed until 
approximately the same time? A. No. We opened them 
up at different times, as business picked up in different 
units. 

Q. About what time was it that you started opening up 
the first one that was opened ? A. I could not say that. 

15231 Q. If I show you Board ^s Exhibit 279 which shows 
you the number of watchmen on various gates, does 

that refresh your memory as to the time the gates were 
opened? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. It does? A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me now when they began to be opened ? 
A. As near as I can tell, in July— 

Q. 1936? A. 1936, but to specify each and every gate, 
just the date, I could not do that. 

Q. But it was around that time? A. It certainly was 
around this time. 

Q. And over how long a period until all of those yon 
mentioned Avere opened, approximately? A. Well, I would 
sav six months. 

Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, may the record show that the 
witness was reading the dates from Board’s Exhibit 279? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I do not understand that 
the witness was reading from Board’s Exhibit 279 at all. 
I gave the witness Board’s Exhibit 279, which is a state¬ 
ment, as Board’s counsel knows, of the increase in watch¬ 
men, as to which the witness has testified for the purpose 
of fixing dates. 

15232 Mr. Shawe: He was fixing the dates, the dates 
when the gates were opened, and the dates he was 

fixing was read from there. 

Mr. Broun: There is no warrant for Mr. Shawe saying 
that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why do you make that state¬ 
ment, Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: It is apparent that the witness was looking, 
was reading from the exhibit. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it was shown to him, 
wasn’t it? You did not object to it when the document was 
shown to him. 

^Ir. Shawe: I have no objection, but I want the record 
to show that the witness was reading from the document. 

Mr. Broun: But the record cannot show it. There is 
no way in the world for Mr. Shawe to make such a state¬ 
ment in right or propriety— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the answer. 

15233 (The reporter repeated the following question and 
answer: 

“Question: And over how long a period until all of 
those you mentioned were opened, approximately? 
“Answer: Well, I would say six months.”) 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that the last you have? 

The Reporter: That is the last. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the previous one. 

(The reporter read the following question: 

“Question: But it was around that time (referring to 
1936)? 

“Answer: It certainly was around that time.”) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Board’s counsel’s request is 
denied. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, may I have the last two or three ques¬ 
tions and answers read, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is nothing pending, go 
ahead, 

Q. (By ^Ir. Broun) Now, Mr. Bergman, I again show 
you Board Exhibit 279 and call your attention to the fig¬ 
ures on the dates from April, 1937 on, to the end of the ex¬ 
hibit, which is August, and also to the figure for March, 
1937, which is 89. You see there is an increase in num¬ 
ber? 

(Thereupon, Board Exhibit No. 279 was passed to the 
witness.) 

15234 A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Does that accord with your memory? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Can you tell me what the situation was with respect 
to operations in the plant and the problems which that pre¬ 
sented to you in performing your duties of protecting the 
l>lant at that time, that is, beginning iMarch and going on 
through April and May, 1937? A. Through 1937? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, the car shop had been down, started 
the car shop in 1937 in full, that took exceptionally—that 
took quite a number of extra men—and the Coke Plant, 
Rosedale Coke Plant, in the Wire Mill it was in full. 

Q. It hadn’t been in full before that? A. Wait a minute 
now, the wire mill—the Rosedale Coke Plant, Car Shop, 
that took quite a number of more men, and parking cars 
took more men as business increased. We had parking— 
we had the parking lot on Maple Avenue. We opened that 
up for parking. 
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Q. It that what is souietiuies known as the Coal Pile Lot? 
A. The Coal Pile is right, 

Q. That was opened about that time? A. Yes, sir. 

15235 Q. For parking? A. For parking. 

Q- Well, now, I show you again Board Exhibit 
279 and call j^our attention to the dates in May, June and 
July, right here (pointing). A. Yes. 

Q. You see the figures? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, I understand that that accords with your mem¬ 
ory, you told me before? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The figure is 108, the date is June 5, 1937, and 158 
on the date July 5, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. At about what date had the force reached 158 or 
something near that, if not that exact date, in other words, 
what I want to find out is whether—was it before or after 
the strike? A. Yes, that was before the strike, in June, but 
I don’t know exactly the date, it was the first part of June. 

Q. It would have been, however, after the 5th, wouldn’t 
it? A. After the 5th of June. 

Q. I show you again Board Exhibit No. 279, and 

15236 call your attention to the date June 5, ’37 and the 
figure 108. 

(Thereupon, Board’s Exhibit No. 279 was passed to the 
witness.) 

A. Yes. 

Q. So that it would have been after the 5th? A. Yes. 

Q. But as I understand it, before the 11th? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell me about that increase, Mr. 
Bergman, and why it was made? A. There was rumors of 
a strike to take place in the Cambria Plant and we in¬ 
creased the force on account of the rumors of the strike. 

Q. In order to be able— A. In order to be able to pro¬ 
tect the property. 

Q. Are the only places that people can get into the plant 
property at the gates? A. No, sir, the Wheel Plant is prac¬ 
tically open, no fence, Franklin Plant, one side is practi¬ 
cally open, no fence. Gautier is well closed, Cambria Plant 
is practically all open, no fence. Rosedale Coke Plant, no 
fence. Rod and Wire Mill protected on the one side by the 
river and the other side practically open, no fence. 
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Q. You said that Gautier was fairly well closed, 

15237 I understand f A. Gautier, yes. 

Q. Is it entirely closed or are there any open 
places? A. There is some, yes, there is an open place right 
on the other side of the Public Safety Building on Wash¬ 
ington Street. 

Q. How about the Woodvale crossing? A. And the 
Woodvale crossing. 

Q. That is open, too? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why did rumors of a strike cause you to increase the 
force ? A. What I read— 

Hr. Shawe: Hay I have the last question, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the last question. 

(The reporter reijoated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: According to the paper, reading differ¬ 
ent papers, local papers, and also different things I saw 
where they were having strikes in numerous plants through 
the East, through the West, and quite a lot of— 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Steel plant, you mean? A. Steel 
plants, and damage to properties, injury to different—in¬ 
jury to workmen. 

Q. So that you decided that there being a strike rumor 
that you would increase the force? A. Yes. 

15238 Mr. Shawe: 1 object to Mr. Broun’s last question. 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw the question, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

15239 Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, how did you 
select the men that you put on your watch force, the 

added men? A. These men at previous times made appli¬ 
cations, applications for positions as watchmen, some of 
them two years back. I had a list of names that had made 
applications for positions as watchmen, all these men were 
working in the plant at the time. 

Q. Before they became watchmen, you mean? A. Before 
they became watchmen, and I selected them as they had 
their applications in, I called on them and asked them if 
they would care for a job, t-hat’s the way I selected them, 
all men working in the plant. 
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Q. Had some of them, or any of them, ever been em¬ 
ployed as watchmen at the Cambria Plant before? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Was that the situation with reference to the increases 
which you had made prior to June, that is, June or July, 
193G, and in March or April, 1937, by that I mean were the 
men that you took on then as watchmen men working in 
the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you hire any men as watchmen who prior to 

15240 the time you took them on as watchmen had not 
been working in the plant for Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A. No, sir. 

Q. The answer is no? A. No. 

Mr. Broun: I don’t know if the reporter got the an¬ 
swer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The record may show the wit¬ 
ness nodded his head negatively. 

Mr. Broun: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record, 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Head the question back and let the witness 
answer it, will you, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the question as follows: 

“Q. Did you hire any men as watchmen who prior to the 
time you took them on as watchmen had not been working 
in the plant for Bethlehem Steel Company?”) 

The Witness: How long would you mean, prior to— 
how far back? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) What I want to know is, did 

15241 you hire any men as watchmen who at the time you 
took them on as watchmen weren’t working in the 

plant? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; The witness’ query to you is 
what time are you referring to? 

Mr. Broun: I refer first to the June increase, 1937. 

The Witness; To the June increase, 1937? 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Yes, were all the men in June, when 
you took them on in June working in the plant? A. Yes, 
sir. 
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Q. Now was that true in March or April ’37? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. And was it true in June or July ’36? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, in June ’37, Mr. Bergman, when you increased 
your force, what did you do with the extra men, did you 
put them on any patrol or protecting duty that you hadn’t 
been doing prior to that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me about that, please? A. Patrolled the 
water line, gas line, power houses, bridges, intersection of 
the railroad, that is about all. 

Q. Those were places as I understand it then that you 
hadn’t had watchmen before? A. Yes. 

15242 Q. Well, didn’t you tell me some time back that 
you had had some on pipe lines? A. Yes, but not 

enough. 

Q. So you put more on? A. Increased in some places, 
yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any particular reasons, Mr. Bergman, 
for putting men in the places that you described that you 
either put men on for the first time or increased the num¬ 
ber of watchmen? A. On account of—as I stated before 
—what I read in the paper, different strikes and damage to 
different properties over the country where there had been 
strikes, that was the reason to protect the property. 

Q. You referred to the pipe lines, several lines, will you 
describe to me where those pipe lines run and how long 
they are, as I understand it this is a water pipe line? A. 
Do you want water lines or gas lines? 

Q. Well, let’s have both, A. All right. 

Q. Which are you going to take first? A. The gas lines. 
From Franklin to the Rod and Wire Mill, Franklin Coke 
Plant to Rod and Wire. 

Q. How long is that, how much distance is that? A. 
Franklin Plant to Rod and Wire goes on for four 

15243 and a half, five miles, wouldn’t it ? 

Q. Can you tell me through what territory and 
what the nature of the territory is that that line runs 
through for four and a half or five miles? A. Follows 
down the Coneniaugh River. 

Q, Down the Conemaugh River? A. Yes. 

Q. Now then, we will take the water lines, is there more 
than one water line? A. Yes, the wooden water line from 
the north dump down into Franklin. 
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Q. You say a wooden water line? A. Wooden water i 
line. I 

Q. You mean that the pipe is made of wood? A. The 
pipe is made of wood. 

Q. That goes fom where? A. That starts at the north 
dump, scrap drop. 

Q. Scrap drop? A. Scrap drop, as you call it, I call it the 
north dump. That runs into Franklin Plant, down along 
the hillside about the Wheel Plant, over about Franklin, 
into the Franklin Plant, through Franklin Boro into the | 
Franklin Plant. 

Q. About what length is that line from the scrap drop to 
the plant or the north dump to the plant? A, Why, 

15244 I would say that is three, three and a half to four 
miles. 

Q. Does that go through built-up city or town property 
or not? A. No, part of it, when it goes through Franklin 
Boro is up on the hill above the boro, not built up much, 

Q. And back of the place where it goes over the hill, near 
the boro, what is the nature of the country? A. Very rough, 
wooded territory. 

Q. Wooded territory? A. Wooded territory. 

15245 Q. Now, you intimated that there was more than I 
one water pipe line, can you tell me about the oth¬ 
ers? A. The others— 

Q. Or the other one, is there just one more? A. The 
Quemahoning, it runs down along the edge of the river to 
Minersville, that is the Quemahoning. 

Q. Does it run past that? A. Yes. 

Q. How long is the whole line? A. You don’t mean to ask 
me from Quemahoning Dam in, do you ? 

Q. Is that where it comes from? A. That is where it 
starts. 

Q. How far is that? A. That is 14 miles from Johnstown 
to the Quemahoning Dam. 

Q. What sort of territory does that pipe line run through? 

A. Dense country. 

Q. You mean dense woods? A. Dense woods. 

Q. Isn’t there a pipe line called the Border Dam pipe 
line? A. Yes. 

Q. Where does that one run ? A. I will just have to think 
a few minutes. 
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15246 Q. Take your time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Take your time, Mr. 
Bergman. 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You don’t remember where that one 
is? A. No. 

Q. Well, does that come from a place called Border Dam, 
do you know? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know where that is? A. Now, that is, there is 
a little dam above Franklin where we get water for the 
Coke Plant and I think that is a feeder from the Border 
Dam, right below the mines. 

Q. Well, do you know about how far away from the plant, 
the Cambria Plant, the Border Dam is, itself? A. No, I 
wouldn’t like to answer that, I wouldn’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a brief recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

15247 Mr. Broun: May I have the last question, Mr. Ee- 
porter, and answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, do you know whether it is a 
mile or ten miles, or give us some general idea. Is it very 
close to the plant, or is it far away? A. The Border Dam, I 
would say, the Border Dam is ten miles. 

Q. You are not sure about the exact distance? A. No, 
sir. 

Q. To go back just for a moment, Mr. Bergman, you told 
us that in the June or July increase in your watch force in 
1936 and in April—March or April, 1937, and in June, 1937, 
all of the men that you took on to the watch force had been 
working in the plant. Is that true for every man taken 
on from March, 1936 on, whether it was at the time of the 
particular increase or not? A. That’s right. 

Q. When you take a man on to the watch force, what is,— 
was he instructed as t-o what his duties as a watchman 
would be? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That was true as to each man taken on, no matter when 
he was taken on; is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 
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15248 Q. Prior to the strike, or at the time of the strike, 
the time the strike began, were the watchmen given 

any particular instructions of any sort as to what they 
should or shouldn’t do with reference to the strike or pick¬ 
eting? A. The question again, please? 

Mr. Broun: Will you read it please, Mr. Reporter? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Can you tell me what they were, Mr. 
Bergman, please ? A. Their duties was not to interfere with 
any picketing; stay on the company property. 

Q. Anything else? A. And patroling the property for 
in case of any fire. 

Q. Those were the general instructions? A. That is the 
general instructions. 

Q. Were they given any special instructions about seeing 
that no one came on the property during the strike? A. 
Yes, sir, seeing that no one came on the property, mali¬ 
ciously damaging the property. 

Q. And they were told themselves to stay on the prop¬ 
erty? A. And told themselves to stay on the prop- 

15249 erty; yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the watchmen 
could tell where the company property line was at the gate, 
so as to stay on the property there and obey your instruc¬ 
tions? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How could they tell that? A. Prior to the strike I con¬ 
sulted Mr. Ellicott, Mr. Evans and our engineering depart¬ 
ment to give us the line of our property at each and every 
gate, which they did, and marked by a chalk mark; also 
drove a little peg in the ground. 

Q. That was at all gates? A. All gates. 

Q. When you took on any men as watchmen, did you do so 
with the intention of interfering with the employees of the 
company in the exercise of any rights guaranteed to them 
bv law? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, on the ground that 
it calls for a conclusion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I make a statement be¬ 
fore you rule? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. I will vacate the 
rulinjir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, this is another situa- 

15250 tion where a material issue in the case framed by the 
complaint itself is the state of mind of those who 

hired men to act as watchmen. It is charged that they were 
hired with the intention of interfering with, restraining and 
coercing employees of the company in rights guaranteed by 
Section 7 of the National Labor Relations Act. 

Now, the only person who can state whether or not that 
was the case is the man who took them on. Therefore, his 
state of mind is a fact material to the issue framed in the 
complaint. Nobody can give testimony of that fact but him, 
and it is very competent and a material question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Of course, he has already gone 
rather fully into the circumstances surrounding the taking 
on of the men, and has told us the various reasons why he 
did take them on. That, I think, is suflScient. I will sustain 
the objection. If you care to make an offer of proof, Mr. 
Broun, you may do so. Do you have other questions similar 
to that? 

Mr. Broun: Not many. I think if you will permit me to 
simply state them, and if counsel for the Board cares to ob¬ 
ject to them, we will have the right, without taking the time, 
to go through that without an offer of proof. 

15251 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, by way of an offer 
of proof, it is understood that if the witness, Mr. 

Bergman, would answer the question, he would have an¬ 
swered it negatively. 

Mr. Broun: That is quite satisfactory to me, if Board’s 
counsel shall so stipulate. That is what we did before— 
Mr. Shawe: May I have the Examiner’s statement, Mr. 
Reporter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the statement. 

(The reporter repeated the Examiner’s statement as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: That is agreeable. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) When you took on any man as watch¬ 
man, did you do so with the intention of restraining or co- 
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ereing any employees o-f Bethieliem Steel Company in the 
exercise of any right guaranteed by the National Labor Re¬ 
lations Act or any other law? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bergman, what does ‘‘co¬ 
erce ’ ’ mean ? 

(There was no response.) 

Mr. Broun: Will you answer the Examiner’s question, 
Mr. Bergman? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I say, what does the word 

15252 “coerce” mean? 

The Witness; Intimidating, persuading. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Might I ask you, Mr. Bergman, what 
is the difference between restraining and coercing? A. (No 
answer.) 

Q. Do you know the difference between restraining and j 
coercing? A. Well, to try to force someone, I guess. 

Q. MTiich one is that ? A. Coercing. 

Q. And restraining would be what? A. I don’t know. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Well, if a man— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I sustained that objection, Mr. 
Broun. 

Mr. Broun: I understood you did, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is this another question? 

Mr. Broun: This is an intermediate question that has 
reference to the general situation, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, if a man were trying 
to go into a door and you should take hold of him and keep 
him from doing so, would you be restraining him or not? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question, 

15253 Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Did you get the question? A. Force 
him out? 

Q. Would that be restraining him or not? A. Restraining 
him. 

Q. Is that right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were any of the men whom you took on as watchmen 
utilized or used by you with the intention of interfering 
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with or restraining or coercing employees at the Cambria 
Plant in self-organization ? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or in forming, or in joining or in as¬ 
sisting a labor organization? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or in bargaining collectively through 
representatives of their own choosing? 

Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Or engaging in any concerted activi¬ 
ties or any activities for the purpose of collective bargain¬ 
ing, or for mutual aid or protection? 

15254 Mr. Shawe: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bergman, what does 
“Concerted activities for the purpose of mutual aid or pro¬ 
tection,” mean to you? 

(There was no response.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please, will you, Mr. 
Parsont? 

(The reporter repeated the last question by the Exam¬ 
iner as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think that was your phrase¬ 
ology? 

Mr. Broun: Yes. 

The Witness: Interfering with someone. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) In the Examiner’s question, Mr. 
Bergman—the Examiner’s question was what does the 
phrase, “concerted activities, of employees for mutual aid 
or protection” mean? A. I don’t know. 

Q- Well, if 50 or 100 employees, whether or not they be¬ 
longed to any organization, should get together and say to 
their foreman, let us say, that they wanted a watchman up 
at a railroad crossing when they came in or out of work be¬ 
cause trains were going by and they thought it was dan¬ 
gerous, would that be a concerted action or not ? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the form of the question. 

The Witness: No. 
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15255 Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objec¬ 
tion, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, does the company 
at the Cambria Plant have any tear gas? A. No, sir. 

Mr, Shawe: I assume that is at the present time, Mr. 
Examiner? 

Mr. Broun: I think the question was phrased in the 
present tense. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The verb was “does,^' which I 
assume means at this precise moment, or at least, this 
morning, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Has the company at the Cambria 
Plant had any tear gas, Mr. Bergman, for—^well, let us say, 
since July, 1935? A. No. 

Q. Do you remember how long it has been since the com¬ 
pany has had any, if it has ever had any, here at the Cam¬ 
bria Plant? A, I don’t remember. 

Q. But you know it has not had any since July, 1935? A. 
Yes, sir, 

Q. Since June, 1935? A. In 1931 we had some. 

15256 Q. But not since then; is that correct? A. Not 
since then. 

Q. Was any tear gas shipped to the Cambria Plant from 
any other place since 1931? A. No. 

Q. Was any tear gas equipment shipped to the Cambria 
Plant since that time? A. No. 

Q. Were any company watchmen issued any tear gas 
or any tear gas equipment during the strike? A. No. 

Q. How long does tear gas last? I mean, if you get a 
container or whatever tear gas comes in— A. Two to 
three years. 

Q. And then it is no good? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to this line of questioning, Mr. 
Examiner. This man has not been qualified to answer that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you should find out, Mr. 
Broun, whether he knows anything about tear gas. 

Mr. Shawe; I move that the last two questions and an¬ 
swers be stricken from the record. 

Mr. Broun; I will consent to the motion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think, Mr. Broun, if 

15257 you will recall Mr. Barker’s testimony, he said tear 
gas comes in cartridges. 
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15258 Mr. Broun: Well, since the testimony was that 
there wasn't any— 

Trial Examiner Bloom:’ I just recalled that. I think 
Mr, Barker used the word cartridges. He used the word 
container. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, during the strike 
there, did you take any action of any kind with respect to 
opening or closing any gates of the plant? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me about that, please? Was any gate 
closed during the strike? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What gate? A. The American House Gate. 

Q- Hid you have something to do with that? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell me about it, please? A. On the morn¬ 
ing of the 14th, on the way to Franklin, I noticed quite a 
group of men, women and children opposite the 13" Mill 
Gate blocking the sidewalk and the street, and no police 
protection, the State Police or any one there, and I came 
back and took the matter up with Mr. Ellicott; so we closed 
the 13" Mill Gate for safety to the general public on the 
street. 

Q. The American House or the 13" Mill? A. The 

15259 American House. 

Q. Not the 13" Mill? A. No, the American House. 

Q. That was on what date, you say? A. On June 14th. 

Q. How long did it remain closed? A. It remained 
closed till practically after martial law was called off. 

Q. You mean, after the plant was reopened? A. After 
the plant was reopened. 

Q. Was the Tipper Franklin Gate ever closed? A. No, 
not to foot traffic. It was closed to trucks. 

Q. Will you tell me what you know about that? A. On 
the morning of the 15th of June I went to Franklin about 
nine o ’clock in the morning and I saw two saw horses with a 
4 by 4 across Locust Street. 

Q. In Franklin Boro? A. In Franklin Boro. I in¬ 
quired— 

Q. Well, now. Locust Street is not at the gate, is it? A. 
Right above the gate, as you are going across the street. 

Q. "WTiere was it with reference to the comer of Locust 
and Main Streets, in Franklin Boro? A. Where the horses 
was is about fifty or one hundred feet above—right by our 
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parking lot, and opposite the parking lot, across Lo- | 

15260 cust Street, 

Q. Was it across Locust Street or Main Street? 

A. I guess that is Main Street that runs down to our gate. 

Q. Was it the street that runs down to the gate? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. It was in that street, was it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Go ahead, please. A. That was closed to trucks, but 
not foot traffic, and if our truck wanted to make a trip into 
the plant— 

Q. Whose truck? What truck did you say? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Our truck. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Our truck? A. Yes. 

Q. I did not understand you. Go ahead, please. A, 
They usually went around over the hill, and come back 
down. 

Q. Well, who had put those saw horses there? A. From 
what I could learn, State Police. 

Q. Had you ordered them to be put there? A. No. 

Q. Was any action taken during the strike with respect 
to when the men came to work and went away from work, 
the time at which they would come and go? A. Yes, 
sir. 

15261 Q. What was that? A. I asked Mr. Ellicott and 
Mr. Hough in regards to changing the shift that 

quit, that went off the turn at midnight, the eleven o’clock 
turn. 

Q. Eleven p. m.? A. Eleven p. m. The men going to 
work at three worked through till seven, and the men done 
away with tlie three to eleven shift- 
Q. When would the men— A. Making two shifts. 

Q. When would the men that worked from seven to i 

eleven come to work, then? A. At seven in the morning. I 

Q. Did the—I am talking about the men who worked 
through from eleven p. m. to seven a. m. When would they 
come to work? A. They would come to work— 

Q. Thev usually came at eleven, I suppose, didn’t they? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Well, would they come before that sometimes? A. 
They would stay in the plant. 

Q. They would stay in the plant from seven a. m. to 
eleven p. m.! A. They would go home at three in the 
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afternoon—^no, I am wrong there. They would stay in the 
plant; yes, sir. 

15262 Q. Why wouldn’t they come on at three o’clock 
in the afternoon? By these shifts I do not want you 

to get me mixed up—^you have got, as I understood you, a 
shift that works from three p. m. to eleven p. m.? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. You told me they would stay in the plant until seven 
in the morning instead of going home at eleven o’clock at 
night? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, you have another shift that works from eleven 
p. m. to seven a. m. the next morning. They would usually 
come to work, as I understood you, at eleven p. m.? A. Yes. 

Q. But men were not coming into the plant at eleven 
p. m. at night? A. No. 

Q. So did they come to work some time before eleven 
p. m.? A. At three in the afternoon. 

Q. Would they come at three in the afternoon? A. Yes. 
Q. And then they would go home at seven the next morn¬ 
ing; is that right? A. That’s right. 

Q. Now, then, the shift that worked from seven 

15263 o’clock in the morning until three o’clock in the 
afternoon, when would those men come to work, to 

go to work at seven o’clock in the morning? A. They 
would come at their regular time, at seven o’clock in the 
morning. 

Q. So the shifts during the strike were at seven in the 
morning and three p. m.? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, now, had anything taken place or had you heard 
anything that led you to take the matter up with Mr. Elli- 
cott and Mr. Hough, of eliminating that eleven o’clock 
change of shift? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was that? A. Complaints coming in about the 
cars being stoned on their way home from work, men being 
molested, as they would step out of the plant; and wives 
of these men, children of these men, complaining about 
being molested, and afraid to go home at midnight. 

Q. That had happened at night? A. At night time. 

Q. That led into the night time particularly? A. Yes, 
sir. 


I. 
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Q. Mr. Bergman, did you attend the annual conference 
under the Plan of Employees’ Representation in 

15264 February, 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember where it was held? A. At 
the general ofiftce. 

Q. The general office building? A. The general office 
building, on the second floor, I believe. 

Q. Were there any speakers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who spoke, do you remember? A. Mr. Grace. 

Q. Is that Mr. E. G. Grace? A. Yes; Mr. Larkin. 

Q. J. M. Larkin? A. J. M. Larkin; Mr. Ellicott. I think, 
Clare Williams. 

Q. Were there any other speakers? A. Two or three 
others, but I don’t remember their names. I think they 
were representatives. 

Q. Employees’ representatives? A. Employees’ repre¬ 
sentatives. 

Q. Do you remember what the people said who spoke, in 
their speeches? A. No, I don’t remember. 

Q. Did Mr. Grace, at that conference, say in words or 
in substance that the representation Plan at the 

15265 Cambria Plant would be in existence if there was 
only one representative left? 

Mr. Shawe: I object to the question, Mr. Examiner. 
This witness has not stated he did not remember what Mr. 
Grace said. 

Mr. Broun: That is no reason, Mr. Examiner, for the 
question being incompetent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Have you the question in mind, Mr. 
Bergman? A. What was the question? 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question back, please, 
Mr. Reporter, slowly? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Were you in a position where you 
could hear what Mr. Grace said in his speech? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you heard his speech, did you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Bergman, since the first of July, 1937, do you 
know anything about any arrangements that may have been 
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made with the Pinkerton Detective Agency, having to do 
with the Cambria Plant or with Johnstown? 

15266 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question, as follows: 
“Question: Mr. Bergman, since the first of July, 
1937/^_) 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I intended to say the first 
of July, 1935. May the question so show? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may. I thought you had it 
wrong. Read the question. 

(Thereupon, the reporter read the last question with 
the change as indicated.) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) I mean, arrangements by Bethlehem 
Steel Company. You so understood it? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t nod your head. 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Do you know a man by the name of 
Michael J. Sewak? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was he at one time Burgess of Franklin Boro? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know when he became Burgess? A. He had 
two terms, Mr. Broun. I don’t remember the day—I think 
he had eight years. 

Q. Did you, while he was Burgess, ever ask him to 

15267 swear in any Bethlehem watchman as special Boro 
officers—police officers? A. Yes. 

Q. Let us take the first time or times when you made 
any request of that sort to Burgess Sewak. Did you make 
any statement to him as to what had been done, if anything, 
by Burgesses who preceded him in office? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr, Broun, why not have the 
^vitness tell us what occurred when he spoke to Burgess 
Sewak? 

Mr. Broun: Very well. I withdraw that question. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Will you tell us as well as you re¬ 
member, Mr. Bergman, what occurred when you asked the 
Burgess, the first time while he was Burgess, to swear in 
any Bethlehem watchman as a special officer? 

Mr. Shawe: May we have the time fixed? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: When was that? 

The Witness: This was in Burgess Sewak’s first term. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Could you give us the date, ap¬ 
proximately? That is, the year? 

Mr. Broun: As I understood it, he said he had two 
tenns, and he did not remember just how long the terms 
were. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, if you remember. 

15268 The Witness: Well, a year or two after he was in 
ofl&ce, is as near as I can tell, on the first term, 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) And will you tell us what took place, 
what you said and what Burgess Sewak said? A. 

15269 And I asked him if he would swear in three or four 
of our men which had been done in the previous 

years by the Burgess in Franklin, and he said one of his 
political obligations was that he would not swear in any 
company police officers. 

Q. Did you make ony other similar request of him during 
that term, the term of the Burgess? A. No, I don’t think 
I did, no. 

Q. Prior to the month of June, 1937, did you make any 
similar request to the Burgess? A. No. 

Q. Did you have any conference with Burgess Sewak in 
June, 1937? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you remember the date? A. Either the 7th, 6th 
or 7th of June, I am not quite sure which. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would a calendar possibly re¬ 
fresh your memory on that? 

The Witness: I think the 7th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you have a calendar, Mr. 
Broun? Mr. Shawe, you usually carry a calendar. 

Mr. Broun: Yes, I think I have got one, I am afraid 
you will need your glasses, Mr. Bergman. 

Mr, Shawe: ’37 calendar? 

15270 Trial Examiner Bloom: ’37 calendar. 

Mr. Broun: Here you are. 

(The calendar was passed to the witness.) 

The Witness: On the 8th. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) The 8th of June? A. 7th or 8th, it 
could be the 7th or 8th. 

Q. 7th or 8th? A. 7th or 8th. 


I 




7588 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. All ri^ht, was anyone else present at that conference 
besides you and the Burgess! A. R. E. Hough. 

Q. Who is he ? A. He is Assistant General Manager. 

Q. Of the Cambria Plant ? A. Cambria Plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was he assistant general man¬ 
ager at the time of the conference? 

The Witness; Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: The answer to that was “yes” was it! 

The Witness: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Now, Mr. Bergman, would you tell 
me where the conference took place? A. In the Burgess’ 
office, Franklin Boro. 

Q. Is that in the Municipal Building in Franklin 

15271 Boro? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, will you tell me, Mr. Bergman, what was 
said at that conference, tolling me who it was that made 
each statement, just tell me what took place at the confer¬ 
ence! A. I asked the Burgess if he would go along with 
us, go along with me, and swear in about six or eight of 
our good men that were watchmen at the present time. 

Q. That is, swear them in as special boro officers? A. 
Swear them in as special police to help to protect Franklin 
Boro. 

Q. To help him protect Franklin Boro! A. Yes, as his 
force was down very low. I think there were only three 
men in Franklin Boro as policemen, and he studied a while. 

Q. Did you say why you make the request at that time! 
A. Yes, from all rumors and what we read in the paper, 
there may be a strike called in the Cambria Plant. He 
studied a while and finally he said he wouldn’t go along 
as his obligation was when he was elected as Burgess, that 
he wouldn’t swear in any company police as special officers. 

We talked on different topics of the day. One— 

Q. Did Mr. Hough say anything about your request? A. 

Mr. Hough? 

15272 Q. Yes. A. Yes, he said that I had—^he knew Mr. 

Bergman had some very good men on his force, and 

for the protection of the boro he thought it would be the 
right thing for him to go along and swear in six or eight 
men. He asked me then, after Mr. Hough got through 
talking— 
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Q. You are referring to Sewak now? A. I am referring 
to Sewak—if any of these men I had in mind lived in 
Franklin Boro. I said, “Yes.” He wanted to know who 
they were. I mentioned Bob Schry as an old time police¬ 
man. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: How do you spell that? 

The Witness: S-c-h-r-y. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

15273 The Witness: Also Tom Stanton, another man 
that lived in the Boro. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Stanton? A. Stanton. 

Q. Now, go ahead and tell us what else was said, if any¬ 
thing, Mr. Bergman? A. And he said then he knew them 
both very well and would like to go along but he couldn’t 
see his way clear to do it, and Mr. Hough, he said that 
he know these men, too, and he knew that I had quite a 
few very good men but he spoke again and said he couldn’t 
go along. 

Now, that is about—then we talked about—^he had a little 
farm which he had spoke to me maybe two years previous 
to that— 

Q. Well, you said that was about—^you mean that was 
about ail of the conversation about special policemen? 
A. Yes. . 

Q. All right, sir, go ahead. A. He had a little farm 
above Franklin, a small plot of ground and he spoke about 
in the summer time he often went up there and probably 
had little picnics or outings and the cows were tramping 
in there, tramping it up considerable. He had a spring 
of water and they would crush this spring, trample it over 
and he spoke about some wire or something to fence it in. 

So I proposed to him we could sell him some 

15274 secondhanded wire that would suit that purpose very 
good, from the Rod and Wire Mill, as we had seconds 

down there and we would sell him some if he wanted it. 

Q. Was anything else talked about at all? A. No, I be¬ 
lieve that is— he spoke something about—I believe he did 
mention a hotel or a building he had over in Franklin. 

Q. Franklin? A. Or in Conemaugh, it was Conemaugh, 
and he was trying to get a license, he was up against it. 

Q. What sort of license? A. Liquor license or beer 
license. 
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Q. Yesf A. And he had made a trip to Pittsburgh in re¬ 
gard to his—some loan he had on that building. 

Q. He said that, did he? A. Yes, and it seemed as though 
he didn’t have very good results, that is, I think, about 
all the conversation. 

Q. That was about the extent of the conversation, was it? 
A. Yes. 

Q. 'Well, did you or did Mr. Hough at the conference, 
offer Sewak any inducement if he would do or would not 
do anything with respect to swearing in special 

15275 policemen? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Bergman, what does 
“inducement” mean? 

The Witness: Offer him something or promise him 
something. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) You mentioned Mr. Schry, had he 
ever held any police oflSee or any other office besides being 
a policeman watchman? A. Years ago in Franklin he was 
Chief of Police. 

Q. Now, at the conference with Sewak that we have been 
speaking of in the 7th or 8th of June, did you or did Mr. 
Hough in your hearing at that conference, or did you hear 
at any other time, or did you or he say in words or sub¬ 
stance to Burgess Sevrak that you expected a lot of trouble 
and wanted him to swear in the Bethlehem police as special 
officers in Franklin Boro? A. No. 

Q. You did make the statements to him that you have 
told me about? A. Yes. 

15276 Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough in your hearing at 
that conference or at any other time ask Burgess 

Sewak anything as to how he was getting along or anything 
to that effect? A. No. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or in substance, “I understand you are having a 
little trouble with your hotel in Conemaugh.” A. No. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time, say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or in substance, “You have quite an investment in 
the building. ” A. No. 




BETH. STEEL CO, ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7591 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or in substance that you understood that the Pitts¬ 
burgh bank or any other bank, or anyone whomsoever 
wanted to sell the building to Burgess Sewak for $7500 
or for any other sum? A. No. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or in substance that if he would go along with you | 
and do what was right that that little obligation, j 

15277 referring to the alleged hotel obligation, or any other 
obligation, could be very well taken care of? A. No. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough in your hearing at that 
conference or at any other time say to Burgess Sewak in 
words or in substance that you, or Mr. Hough, would sec 
that there was enough money in Sewak’s pocket to get 
a good start in business? A. No. 

Q. Did you or did Mr. Hough at that conference or at 
any other time offer to do anything for Burgess Sewak 
if he would swear in as boro policemen any watchmen or 
other employees of Bethlehem Steel Company? A. Ab¬ 
solutely no. 

Q. Is your hearing good, Mr. Bergman? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you hear everything that was said by Sewak or 
Mr. Hough at that conference? A. Yes, sir. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Broun, does that complete 
your direct? 1 

Do you want a few moments to look over your notes? | 

Mr. Broun: Please sir. I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a few minutes’ j 
recess, | 

15278 (Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which ! 
the following proceedings were had.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, Mr. Broun. 

Mr. Broun: I have a couple of more questions. 

Q. (By Mr. Broun) Mr. Bergman, during the strike did 
you have any conversation with Burgess Sewak while you 
were at the Upper Franklin Gate at any time? A. Yes, 
Sunday afternoon, that was the 13th of June, there was 
near a riot down at the gate, it was crowded with men, 
women and children. It looked very serious, as though 
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there was going to be trouble, and I saw Mr. Sewak about 
ten or fifteen feet from the gate, and I motioned to him 
and he came down, and I had a talk to him. I told him 
he had better make some arrangements to protect, in 
case there would be some trouble here, these women and 
children and the remark he made, “He was doing the 
best he could.’' 

I myself told some of the women and children there that 
they should get away from the gate or some place for 
safety, for there was hats flying, stones and bricks, about 
that time started. Then these women grabbed some of 
their children that was, I judge, maybe twelve or thirteen 
years old, by the hand and took them away, left. 

They went up to the upper end of Main Street, 

15279 some of them into the side streets. That was— 

Q. Sewak had left before you spoke to the women 
and children, had he, or not? A. Yes, he went on up Main 
Street, went on up the street. 

Q. Where were you when you first saw Sewak? A. In 
the watch-box, at the watch-box Franklin, 

Q. The watch-box is located at the Upper Franklin Gate, 
is it? A. Franklin Upper Gate. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Cross Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Bergman, did anyone suggest 
that you visit Mr. Sewak around June 7th or the 8th at 
the time that you and Mr. Hough had this conference with 
him in his office? A. AMiy, Mr. Ellicott. 

Q. That is Mr. C. R. Ellicott? A. C. R. Ellicott. 

Q. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Ellicott with 
reference to visiting Mr. Sewak? A. Yes. 

Q. And who was present at the tin^e you had that 

15280 conversation with Mr. Eillicott? A. Mr. Hough. 

Q. Was anyone else present? A. No. 

Q. Where did that conversation take place? A. In the 
General Office. 

Q. On what day did that conversation take place? A. 
That was either on the 7th or 8th of June. 

Q. Was it the same day that you visited Mr. Sewak? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And what time of the day did you visit Mr, Sewak? 
A. About, between four and five o’clock in the evening. 

Q. And what time did you have a conference with Mr. 
Ellicott ? A. It must have been in the morning some time, 
oh, either the 7th or 8th, now I wouldn’t say for sure, 

Q. Now, will you tell us just what was said at the time 
that you had this conversation with Mr. Ellicott, please, 
and who said it? A, Mr. Ellicott asked us if we would 
go up and have a conference with Mr. Sewak in regards 
to getting, swearing in, six or eight men in case there 
would be trouble, that is— 

Mr. Shawe: May I have the witness’ last answer, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

15281 Trial Examiner Bloom: Had you quite finished 
your answer, Mr. Bergman? 

The Witness: No, in case there would be a strike called. 
Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Ellicott say anything else 
in so far as you could recall? A. No. 

15282 Q. Did you say anything? A. No. 

Q. Did Mr. Hough say anything? A. No. 

Q. Didn’t you tell Mr. Ellicott that you would go up to 
see Mr. Sewak? A. No. 

Q. Well, I want to just make sure that the record is 
clear, Mr. Bergman, is it your testimony that you and Mr. 
Hough didn’t say anything at all to Mr. Ellicott? A. I 
don’t remember Mr. Hough, what he said. 

Q. Well, do you remember anything you said? A. Yes. 
Q. What did you say? A. I didn’t say anything. 

Q. Were you invited to Mr. Ellicott’s office on that oc¬ 
casion? A. I don’t remember that. 

Q. Well, when you arrived there, was Mr. Hough already 
there, or did he arrive after you were there? A. I don’t 
remember that. 

Q. Did you go to Mr. Ellicott’s office together with Mr, 
Hough? A. I don’t remember that. 

Q. Was Mr. Evans there? A. I didn’t see him. 

15283 Q. Now, how did you proceed to Burgess Sewak’s 
office? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the word “proceed”— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I mean, did you go by automobile? 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: How did you go there? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) By street car, or just how did you 
go? A. By automobile. 

Q. Who drove the automobile? A. Mr. Hough. 

Q. Was any one else in the automobile? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you call the Burgess to make an appointment with 
him? A. No, sir. 

Q. Was the Burgess expecting you? A. No, sir. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner—all right, withdraw the ob¬ 
jection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) In other words, when you arrived 
in the Burgess* office, that was the first that he learned 
that you were going to come to visit him on that occasion, 
is that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is not the proper sort 
of question, the question is— 

152S4 Trial Examiner Bloom; Sustained. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Ellicott make an ap¬ 
pointment for you with the Burgess? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, there is no showing— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, obviously, if this witness 
knows, if he doesn’t know, he doesn’t know. 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Hough make an appoint¬ 
ment with the Burgess? A. No. 

Q. Was the Burgess in when you arrived? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the witness has just an¬ 
swered that he was, about three questions ago. 

Mr. Shawe: I don’t think I asked that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not quite sure, I don’t 
think that was quite the question. 

Mr. Broun: Very well. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you answer this present 
question, Mr. Bergman? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom. What was the answer, please? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) When you arrived at the 
15285 Burgess’ office, did you have to wait, or did you im¬ 
mediately go into his office? 
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Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that questions 
of that nature are quite immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think they are relevant, 
he may answer. 

The Witness; We walked in his office. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you knock on the door, or did 
someone invite you in, or just how did you get into his 
office? A. Usually he has— 

Q. No, I am asking you on this particular occasion, Mr. 
Bergman, not usually. A. What is that? 

Q. I mean, just on this occasion, on June 7th or the 8th, 
just how did you get into his office? A. We opened the 
door and walked in. 

Q. And was the Burgess at his desk? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was he alone? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And did you shut the door after you walked in? A. 
I don’t remember that. 

Q. Now, after you got into the Burgess’ office, did you 
sit down? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you might as well ask 
15286 him— 

The Witness: Well, I don’t know if I sat down 

or not. 

Mr. Broun: You might as well ask if he was breathing 
or not. 

^Ir. Shawe: I think we should have the whole story. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is relevant, you may 
answer. 

The Witness: What is the question? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall if you and Mr. Hough 
sat down, or you were standing up? A. I don’t recall. 

Q. Do you recall whether you sat down? A. I don’t re¬ 
call. 

Q. Was the Burgess sitting down? A. Yes, I think so. 

Q. Now, who opened the conversation? A. I did. 

Q. What was the first thing you said when you walked 
into his office? A. Well, I—let me see—think I bid 
him the time. 

Q. Just tell me what you said. 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, counsel for the Board 
has asked the question, it seems to me he should give the 
witness a chance to answer the question. 
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Mr. Shawe: Well, I want to give him all the chance in 
the world. 

15287 Mr. Broun: He starts off answering the ques¬ 
tion and counsel for the Board breaks in and says 

give us what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, I don’t think that is quite 
accurate. The witness said, “Bid him the time” and then 
apparently stopped. Had you finished your answer there, 
Mr. Bergman? 

The Witness: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You had finished you answer? A. 
Yes. 

Q. I mean, just what did you say, you didn’t say “I bid 
you the time”, did you? A. We bid him the time and spoke 
a few words, the topics, talked of the topics of the day and 
I think we spoke about the weather, it was a warm after¬ 
noon, a beautiful afternoon, if I remember right. 

Q. Well, I mean, when you walked in, did you say “Hello, 
Mike”, or “Hello, Mr. Sewak”, or what did you say? A. 
I think I called him “The Burgess”. 

Q. Did you say “Hello, Burgess”? A. Yes. 

Q. Wliat did the Burgess say? A. He greeted us the 
same way. 

Q. Greeted you very friendly? A. Yes, sir. 

15288 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no need for 
characterization by the counsel for the Board. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Let’s have what was said, Mr. 
Shawe. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, will you tell us what you said 
after you bid him the time of the day and asked him about 
the weather? A. Well, I asked him, I asked him if 

15289 he would swear in six or eight of our men for ns, 
mine men. He studied a little while and he shook 

his head, said he didn’t see how he could do it. So we 
talked there a few minutes longer and he said, I told him 
I thought maybe there might be some trouble on account 
of this pending strike, it was rumored all about in the 
papers, different places, and he said he wouldn’t go along, 
he said for the simple reason, why, that was one of his 
obligations when he was running for Burgess, he said he 
wouldn’t swear in any men. 
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Q. Then what did Mr. Hough say, if he said anything? 
A. Mr. Hough spoke up and he said, he said that he knew 
that I had several good men working on my department 
as watchmen, and he thought it would be for the benefit of 
the boro, citizens of the boro, as he had spoke about the 
building, if anything would happen in the boro, why, it 
would be a hard blow to the people and residents of the 
boro living there, that is about all. 

Q. Did you say anything further? A. No, that is about 
all. 

Mr. Broun: I assume, Mr. Examiner, that counsel for 
the Board doesn’t mean anything else about swearing in 
the watchmen— 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) I am talking about every- 

15290 thing that was said, Mr. Bergman, I want to get 
the entire conversation; now you said you talked 

about topics of the day, I would like to hear those topics 
you talked about. A. Well, it was a nice day. 

Q. All right, what else did you say? A. Well, it was a 
warm day, beautiful day, that is about all. 

Q. Well, as I understand you, was Mr. Sewak’s position 
at that time an elective position? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He was elected by the people of Franklin Boro, is 
that correct? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, there is no need for 
testimony by this witness how a Burgess in the the Com¬ 
monwealth of Pennsylvania is or isn’t elected. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you asked him. 

Mr. Broun: I asked him whether he was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You asked him about his terms, 
even— 

Mr. Shawe: Certainly, I am entitled to go into that. 

Mr. Broun: No, I do not—I asked him how long he had 
been Burgess. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the witness said some¬ 
thing about two terms. 

15291 Mr. Broun: That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now I can’t see any 
particular reason for objecting, that would tend to, pos¬ 
sibly, the attitude that the Burgess took according to the 
testimony of not only this witness, but of the previous wit¬ 
ness— 




7598 BETH. STEEL CO, ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

Mr. Shawe: If I understand you, the Burgess said that 
was one of his obligations when he was running for Bur¬ 
gess, that he told the people that he would not swear in 
company police, is that what you understood the Burgess 
to say ? 

The Witness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) And was his term of office con¬ 
secutive, I mean you say he served two terms, were they 
consecutive? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long a term does the Burgess run? A, Four 
years. 

Q. In other words, he served eight years as Burgess 
of Franklin Boro, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. Now his term of office recently expired, is that cor¬ 
rect? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did it expire, do you know? A. I would 
15292 think January, 1938. 

Q. So then that would make—would his term run 
from January 1928 through to January 1938, is that cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

The Witness: God Almightly, I couldn’t tell you that, 
I am not figuring that that far. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You said his office was for eight 
years, I was only subtracting eight. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Shawe has nine years, unless my arith¬ 
metic is a little faulty. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Anyway, make it from 1930 ap¬ 
proximately 1930 through to 1938, is that your— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, for eight years, we can 
all figure eight years back from January 1, 1938, that is 
almost all of us can. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now I believe you said that you 
visited the Burgess on some other occasion and asked him 
to swear in some company police, company watchmen? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there is no testimony the 
witness visited the Burgess on any other occasion, there is 
only testimony that he asked him to swear in Bethlehem 
watchmen during the Burgess’ first term, as he remem¬ 
bers it. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase the 
15293 question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, I believe you told us on 
your direct examination that you asked the Burgess to 
swear in some company watchmen during his first term 
of office as Burgess, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Mr. Broun: No use asking him whether it is correct, 
he so testified, Mr. Examiner, the record shows that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr, Shawe) Well, where did that conversation 
take place? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Who was present when that conversation took place? 
A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Well, when did it take place? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Can you give us the year, approximately, of course 
I don’t expect you to remember the exact date. A. No, I 
couldn’t do it, I don’t remember, 

Q. Well, was it 1930 or 1931? A. I don’t remember, 

Q. How do you remember that it was in the Burgess’ 
first term? A. I know it wasn’t in the last four years, 
previous to the last four years. 

35294 Q. Tell us what was said at that first conversation 
you had with the Burgess with reference to swear¬ 
ing in company police. A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Do you remember what you told us on your direct 
examination with reference to it? A. His obligation? 
15295 Q. What do you mean by “his obligation”? A. 

When he was running for office, that he wouldn’t 
swear in any Bethlehem police. 

Q, He told you that the first time you asked him to swear 
in company police, is that what you mean? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, when Mr. Ellicott called you in or when you had 
this conversation with Mr. Ellicott, and Mr. Ellicott asked 
you to go up to see the Burgess, did you tell Mr. Ellicott 
what Burgess Sewak’s attitude was with reference to 
swearing in company police? 

Mr. Broun: I object, Mr. Examiner, Mr, Shawe is now 
jumping from a conference which Mr. Bergman, or con¬ 
versation Mr. Bergman said he had with Burgess Sewak, 
some time prior to a four-year term, to apparently a June 
conference without saying so. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 
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Q. (By Mr. Shawe) This conference that you had with 
Mr. Ellicott prior to your visit to the Burgess on June 7th 
or 8th of 1937, did you tell Mr. Ellicott at that time of Mr. 
Sewak^s attitude toward swrearing in company police? 

Mr. Broun: ]Mr. Examiner, there is no showing that at 
that time Mr. Bergman knew what Burgess Sewak’s atti¬ 
tude was toward swearing in Bethlehem watchmen. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

15296 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you tell Mr, Ellicott at 

the conference vou had with him on June 7th or 

* 

June 8th that on a previous occasion that you had asked 
Mr. Sewak to sw’ear in company police and he had refused 
to do so? A. Well— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question be¬ 
cause the witness has testified on cross-examination by 
counsel for the Board that he said nothing to Mr. Ellicott at 
that conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You may answ’er the question. A. 
Whsit w’as the question again? 

Q. Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw^e) Did Mr. Hough tell Mr. Ellicott that 
the Burgess had refused to swrear in company police on 
previous occasions? A. I don’t know. 

Q. He didn’t tell it to him within your hearing, then, 
is that correct? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. What was the occasion for asking Mr. Sewak to swear 
in company police during his first term ? A. All the 

15297 previous Burgesses before had swore them in, before 
him. 

Mr. Broun: Now, might I have that answer read back, 
the street car went by and I vrasn’t clear what it was. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Thank you. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, in other words, prior to the 
time that Mr. Sewak became Burgess, the company had— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; We don’t need a summation, 
Mr. Shawc, the testimony is perfectly clear. 

Mr. Broun: I move that the half-finished answer be 
stricken— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; It goes out, 

Mr. Broun: Or question, I meant, Mr. Examiner, of 
course I understood your statement applied to the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Now, after you left Mr. Sewak on 
June 7th and June 8th, did you visit his offices any more 
during the strike, June 7th or June 8th? A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you visited his offices since that occasion on 
June 7th or 8th? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, might we find if that 

15298 relates to the time Sewak was Burgess? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr, Shawe; I mean, while Mr. Sewak was Burgess. 

The Witness: No, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) After the conference you and Mr. 
Hough had with Burgess Sewak on June 7th or 8th, did 
you report back to Mr. Ellicott? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you report to any one what was said at the con¬ 
ference? A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, did Mr. Ellicott send you up there to see Bur¬ 
gess Sewak? A. He sent the two of us up. 

Q. Well, now my question is: After you went up to see 
the Burgess, did you report back to Mr. Ellicott what the 
results of the conference were? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He just said “no”. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether Mr. Hough 
reported back to Mr. Ellicott what was said at the con¬ 
ference? A. I answered that question just a few minutes 
ago. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the answer? 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did Mr. Sewak—^when did 

15299 you first— 

Mr. Broun: Just a minute. 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. 
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Q. (By ^Ir. Shawe) did you first learn that the 

Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee were organizing the 
employees of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that “company”, Mr. Examiner, 
there is no showing Mr. Bergman ever learned the Steel 
Workers’ Organizing Committee was doing any such thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Sustained. 

^Ir. Broun: There is no testimony— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I sustained the objection. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, I see. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear that the Steel 
Worker’s Organizing Committee were organizing em¬ 
ployees of the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object, unless counsel for 
the Board states what he means by organizing employees 
of Bethlehem Steel Company. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. You may 
answer. 

The Witness: What was the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I heard it on the street. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, when did you first hear 
15300 that ? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Can you fix the year? A. No. 

15300A Q. Was it 1936? A. I don’t know. 

Q. What is vour best recollection? A. Probably 

in ’37. 

Q. What part of ’37? A. Question again, please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: WTiat part of ’37, Mr. Berg¬ 
man? 

The Witness: I’d say the first part of ’37. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the year 1936 did you ever 
see any reports of any detective agency? A. No. 

Q. Have you ever heard of the Pinkerton Detective 
Agency? A. Read about them in the paper. 

Q. Did you read about them in the Johnstown Democrat? 
A. I don’t remember. 
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Q. Did you ever read in the paper that Mr. Robert 
Pinkerton, president of the Pinkerton Detective Agency, 
testified in these proceedings? A, I don’t— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that is im¬ 
material. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, 

15301 The Witness: I don’t remember, 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Has the Bethlehem Steel 
Company in so far as you know ever employed the services 
of any detective agency ? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question certainly is 
too broad. The Bethlehem Steel Company is a company 
which has been in existence for a long time and it has got 
many and various— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, since you have been connected 
with the Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company 
have you ever heard that the company had engaged the 
services of a detective agency? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that question is still too 
broad. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr, Broun: What did you say, sir? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: What was the question? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if I may be permitted to 
ask what pertinency has the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I assume counsel has a purpose 
in mind. It is testimony bearing on the issues. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is my point, how can— 
whether this witness heard that Bethlehem Steel 

15302 Company at the Cambria Plant employed a detec¬ 
tive agency with reference to anything under the sun, 

how could it have any bearing on the issues in the case ? 
Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: MTiat was the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

(The reporter repeated the pending question as follows: 
“Q. Well, since you have been connected with the Cam¬ 
bria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company have you ever 
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heard that the company had engaged the services of a detec¬ 
tive agency?”) 

The Witness: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Two o’clock. 
And, Mr. Bergman, you are directed not to discuss your 
testimony with anyone during the recess. Be back, please, 
at two o’clock. Two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 1:00 o’clock p.iii., a recess was taken 
to 2:00 o’clock p.m.) 


15307 After Recess 

(Thereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at two o’clock p. m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order, 

A. G. Bergman resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Cross-Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Bergman, I believe you told 
us that— 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I have forgotten w’hat we 
were talking about before lunch, exactly. Can we have the 
last question read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes, 

(The reporter repeated the last question and answer as 
above set forth.) 

Mr. Shawe: Will you strike my statement, Mr. Re¬ 
porter? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Bergman, you testified on your 
direct examination that you did not know anything about 
any arrangements the company had made since July 1, 
1935, with the Pinkerton Detective Agency. 
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Now, do you know anything about any arrangements 
that the company made with the Pinkerton Detective 

15308 Agency prior to July 1, 1935? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me the 
question should be any arrangements made, if any. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If any should be included. 
Mr. Shawe: I think there is testimony in the record that 
arrangements were made. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, if there was any such tes¬ 
timony it was not as to this witness. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Let us not have too 
much discussion. 

Do 5"ou understand the question ? 

The Witness: What was the question ? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Mayor Shields, Mr. 
Bergman? A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you known Mayor Shields? A. 20 
vears or more. 

Q. During the month of June, 1937, did you visit the 
Mayor’s office? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to this question, on 
the ground that it is beyond the scope of the direct 

15309 examination. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Broun: If there are any further questions along 
the line, may it be understood that I have a general ob¬ 
jection? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You may. 

Do you understand that question? 

The Witness: "WTiat is the question? 

Trial Exam.iner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you have any conversations with 
the Mayor during the month of June, 1937? A. Yes. 
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Q. When did these conversations take place, if there were 
more than one? A. I met him on June 14th. I met him 
on the street and walked as far as the City Hall with him. 

Q. Was any one else present at the time? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, the testimony is he met him 
on the street and walked to City Hall. What does that 
mean, was any one else present? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was any one with you when you met 
him and walked along with him, excluding any by- 

15310 standers and spectators. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it is a perfectly 
simple question. 

Mr. Broun: I don't think there is any testimony about 
spectators. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Was anyone else with you when 
you were walking along? 

The Witness: No. 

Q. (By Mr, Shawe) Tell us what was said by you and 
by the Mayor on that occasion. A. I don't remember. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with the Mayor on 
any other occasion during the month of June, 1937? A. 
Yes. The morning or the night of the Quemahoning Pipe 
Line blowed up, I saw the Mayor at Gautier, the 13" Mill 
Gate, some time after midnight; but as far as any conver¬ 
sation, there was nothing any more with him at the time. 

Mr. Broun: Might we find out, Mr. Examiner, which 
the witness meant, the morning or the night that the pipe 
lines were blown up? 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Will you answer Mr. Broun's ques¬ 
tion? A. The night—after midnight. 

Q. Do you recall any other conversations you had with 
the Mayor during the month of June? A. No, I 

15311 do not. 

Q. Have you ever visited the offices of the Mayor 
since Mayor Shields has been the Mayor of Johnstown? 
A. Yes. 

Q. "When did you visit the offices of the Mayor? A. I 
don't know. 

Q. When was the last time you visited the offices of the 
Mayor? A. I do not know that. 
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Q. Can you give me some idea? A. It might have been 
in January or it might have been in February of this year— 
or March. 

Q. Did you visit his offices any time during the month of 
July, 1937? A. No. 

Q. Do you know Earl Wolf? A. I know one Earl Wolf, 
yes. 

Q. Who is the Earl Wolf that you know? A. There is 
an Earl Wolf who works as a watchman. 

Q. He is under your supervision; is that correct? A. Cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. Did Earl Wolf act as a chauffeur for you during the 
month of June, 1937? A. Not all the time. 

Q. Well, did he act as a chauffeur for you at any I 

15312 time during the month of June, 1937? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I would like it under¬ 
stood that my objection as to this testimony that it is be¬ 
yond the scope of the direct examination applies as it did 
to the other questions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

You may answer. 

The Witness: He may, for a few times. That is all. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you recall whether or not Earl 
Wolf drove you up to the Public Safety Building during 
the strike here last June? A. No, I do not recall. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not Earl Wolf drove you 
up to the Mayor’s office? A. I don’t recall. 

Q. During the month of June, 1937? A. I don’t recall. 

Q. Did you visit Chief Klink during the month of June, 
1937, at this offices? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many times did you visit the Chief during the 
strike? A. Probably once or twice during that time; I 
would not say for sure. 

Q. Let us take the first time you visited him. Can 

15313 you fix that date for us with relation to the time the 
strike was called? A. On the 12th, I think, of June, 

on a Sunday. 

Q. I believe Sunday was the 13th, was it not? A. That 
is right. Well, that is when it was. 

Q. Sunday, June 13th? A. Sunday, June 13th- 

Q. What time of the day was it? A. No,—I could not 
tell—some time in the afternoon I stopped in there. 
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Q. Did some one drive you up to his office, or did you 
walk? A. I walked, 

15314 Q. Were you alone? A. I was alone. 

Q. Who was present when you spoke to the chief? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that, ilr. Examiner. It seems 
from that that someone was present. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Was someone present when you 
visited the chief on Sunday, June 13th? A. No. 

Q. Will you tell us what you said to the chief, and what 
he said to you? A. I just cannot recall what I said, but 
it was about some violence that had been reported, and I 
reported—turned it over to the chief. Someone had his 
car stolen up on the parking lot on Mabel Avenue—several 
cars, not only one; also when they were going up the street 
on Sunday, the street cars were damaged by rocks, bricks 
and stones— 

Q. 'V^^at did the chief say? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, the witness has not 
completed the answer. 

Mr. Shawe: Hadn’t you finished? I am sorry. Com¬ 
plete your answer, Mr. Bergman. 

The Witness: And several automobiles had the windows 
broken. That was my conversation as near as I know. I 
went up to report. Those reports came into my of- 

15315 fice thick and fast that afternoon of damage to auto¬ 
mobiles and endangering the lives of children and 

women riding in automobiles with their husbands or 
brothers or sons, going up Maple Avenue towards Frank¬ 
lin, and coming down over the hill in Franklin. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Is this what you told the chief? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Did you say anything else to the chief so far as you 
can recall? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. What did the chief say to you? A. As head man in 
Woodvale, I was trying to take care of it the best I could. 

Q. WTiere is Alaple Avenue, Mr. Bergman? A. staple 
Avenue is up in Woodvale, a little going towards Franklin. 
After you pass the Gautier Works and cross over the bridge 
at the upper end of the Gautier Works you go on to Maple 
Avenue. It extends up to the upper end, up to where you 
go over the bridge into Franklin. 
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Q. Then, as I understand it, these cars were stolen up in 
Franklin Boro? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to that question. 
There is no testimony that cars were stolen in Franklin 
Boro. There is testimony that a car was stolen from 

15316 Woodvale. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; There is testimony that 
one car was stolen from the parking lot in Woodvale. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) These cars you spoke to the Mayor 
about that had been stoned, were they stoned up at Frank¬ 
lin Boro? A. No, mostly going up through Woodvale. 

Mr. Broun: May I have Mr. Shawe’s last question read 
back? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; The word was stoned. 

Mr. Broun: But there is something else I would like to 
hear in that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it back. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

^Ir. Broun: Mr. Examiner, there you are. The testi¬ 
mony is this witness did not talk to the Mayor, and Mr. 
Shawe asks a question which implies that he did talk to 
the Mayor. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The question is stricken. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question before that, Mr. 
Reporter? 

Mr. Shawe: I am sorry. It is very obvious that I was 
referring to Chief Klink. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I don’t know if it is obvious or 
not. Please take a little time and phrase your ques- 

15317 tions correctly. 

Mr. Broun: Will you repeat the preceding ques¬ 
tion, Mr. Reporter? 

(Thereupon the reporter repeated the preceding ques¬ 
tion as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That question is stricken. 

Mr. Broun: It seems to me there is one before that. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the one before that. 

(Thereupon the question referred to was read by the 
reporter as above set forth.) 
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Mr. Broun: Mi^ht it be understood that in the last five 
or six questions if Mr. Shawe used the Mayor’s name, he 
was referring: to Chief Klink? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The witness may not have so 
understood it. 

Mr. Broun: Then let it be read. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not going to have the 
whole thing read. Let it be stricken. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Mr. Bergman, did you ever sug¬ 
gest or talk to Chief Klink at any time during the month 
of June 1937, about the matter of special policemen that 
were being sworn in by the city at that time? A. No. 

Q. Do you know whether oi* not the Bethlehem 

15318 Steel Corporation has any tear gas at the present 
time? A. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Broun: Will you read the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Might we find out, Mr. Examiner, where 
Mr. Shawe is talking about? What place? Otherwise I 
object to the question as being too broad, and move that 
the answer be stricken. 

Mr. Shawe: Respondents’ counsel asked if the company 
had any tear gas— 

Mr. Broun: I asked if Bethlehem Steel Company had 
any tear gas at the Cambria Plant, and the answer was no. 
Now Mr, Shawe asks if the Bethlehem Steel Corporation 
had any tear gas, without limitation as to the place. May 
the question be stricken? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will not strike it, but I will 
sustain the objection. 

Q, (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know whether the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation has any tear gas in Johnstown or 
in the vicinity of Johnstown at the present time? A. (No 
answer.) 

Q. Do you understand my question, Mr. Bergman? I 
am not limiting it to the plant, but I am limiting it to Johns¬ 
town or the vicinity of Johnsto'wm? A. No, I do not 

15319 know. 

Q. Well, do you know whether or not the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation had any tear gas in Johnsto'WTi or 
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the vicinity of Johnstown during the months of June and 
July, 1937f A. I don't know. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany had any tear gas in the vicinity of Johnstown during 
the month of June, 1937? A. I don’t know, 

Q. Well, did anyone ever tell you that the Bethlehem 
Steel Company had tear gas in Johnstown during the 
month of June, 1937? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever hear that the ^layor had some tear gas 
in Johnstown during the month of June, 1937, which was 
paid for by the Bethlehem Steel Company? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that. 

The Witness: No. 

Mr. Broun: I withdraw the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever hear that the Mayor 
had purchased tear gas during the month of June, 1937? 
A. No. 

Q. Did you attend the Senate Civil Liberties hearings in 
Washington that were held recently? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that as entirely immaterial, Mr. 
Examiner. 

15320 Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

You may answer. 

The Witness: What was the question? 

Q. (By 'Mr, Shawe) Did you attend the Senate Civil 
Liberties hearing which were held in Washington recently? 
A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Have you any more questions? 
Mr. Shawe: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Who is your immediate superior, 
Mr. Bergman? A. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Evans. 

Q. And were they your immediate superiors during the 
months of June and July, 1937 ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is your office, if you have an office, located in 
the Cambria Plant? A. On Iron Street. 

Q. What building is it located in? A. In the garage build¬ 
ing. 

Q. What floor is your office on? A. The second floor. 

Q. Is Mr. Howard Bunn the foreman of the garage where 
your office is located? A. Yes, sir. 

15321 Q. Is there an elevator in the garage, or do you 
walk up steps? A. No, up the steps. 
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Q. AYhat other offices are located in the garage, if there 
are any offices? A. Do you mean on the second floor, the 
first floor, or— 

Q. Take the first floor and the second floor. A, Mr. 
Bunn’s office, or— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 'Which floor are we talking 
about? 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Take the first floor, Mr. Bergman. 
Give me the offices located on the first floor. A. Mr. Bunn’s 
office; the fire chief’s office— 

Q. What is his name? A. Frank Ernest, and that is all. 

Q. Let us take the second floor where your office is. Who 
has offices on the second floor? A. No one but myself, there 
is immediately up there. 

Mr. Broun: Let us have the last statement. 

(The reporter repeated the last answer as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What do you mean by immediately 
up there? A. 1 am in and out. 

15322 Q. Do you know Clare Williams? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who is he? A. He is employed at the Bethle¬ 
hem Plant. 

Q. Doesn’t he have an office on the second floor? A. 
There is an office there, yes. 

Q. He does have an office on the second floor of the gar¬ 
age; is that correct? 

Mr, Broun: Now, ^Ir. Examiner, there is no showing 
that this witness knows whether Clare Williams has an 
office, or some organization with which Clare Williams is 
associated, has an office. 

Mr, Shawe: I don’t think that is necessary. I am ask¬ 
ing this witness if Clare Williams has an office there. 

Mr. Broun: That calls for a conclusion. 

Mr. Shawe: It does not call for a conclusion, any more 
than if this witness or Howard Bunn has an office there. 

Mr. Broun: Not if you ask as to him. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t know. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did you ever see Clare Williams 
go up into an office in the garage? A. He has been in my 
office. 
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Q. Did you ever see him go into any other office on 

15323 the second floor? A. No. 

Q. Well, are there any other offices on the second 
floor? A. Not an office, no. 

Q. Are there any rooms on the second floor? A. Yes. 

Q. Who occupies those rooms ? A. I occupy one. 

Q. Well, are there any other rooms on the second floor? 
Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I state that the word 
“occupies” is a little too broad, because it has a connota¬ 
tion of someone occupying the room all the time. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Use the word room. 

The Witness: The representatives have been using it 
olf and on, but not continually. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) MTiat do you mean by representa¬ 
tives? A. Well, the plant representatives. 

Q. You mean, the representatives under the Plan of Em¬ 
ployees’ Representation? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How many years have they been occupying the offices 
on the second floor? 

Mr. Broun: I object. There is no testimony that 

15324 they occupy the offices, but they used the room. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Used the room. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) How long have they been using the 
room on the second floor? A. I don’t know. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Shawe used the word 
rooms, and I don’t think there is any testimony about rooms 
plural used by employees’ representatives. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Broun: Very well. Perhaps I misunderstood Mr. 
Shawe. 

15325 Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know a Mr. McGraw? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, who is he? A. He is my assistant. 

Q. Do you recall whether or not during the strike here 
last June, that two trucks went into the plant marked “Ex¬ 
plosives” on the trucks? 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I object to the question and 
it is on a par with a lot of questions that Mr. Shawe has 
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asked and which I have refrained from objecting to, but 
it seems to me that the practice should be stopped of stating 
a question in the form of that question. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner— 

Mr. Broun: “Do you recall” and then stating some 
matter which may or may not be a fact. Xow, the word 
“recall” has a definite implication that it did happen and 
there isnt any testimony that any such thing did happen. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: Rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the strike, which was held 
among the employees of the Cambria Plant of the Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Company last June— 

15326 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, now, start over 
again. Have your question framed before you start 

it, please, Mr. Shawe. 

Mr. Shawe: Strike that, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) During the month of June, 1937, 
do you know whether or not a truck went into the plant of 
Bethlehem Steel Company with a sign on it marked “Ex¬ 
plosives ” ? A. I don’t know. 

Q. Well, did you see such a truck? A. I did not. 

Q. Are you a member of the Johnstown Chamber of Com¬ 
merce? A. No. 

Q. Were you ever a member of the Johnstown Chamber 
of Commerce? A. No. 

Q. Did you ever receive any communication from the 
Johnstown Chamber of Commerce? A. No. 

Q. Did you contribute any money to the Johnstown Citi¬ 
zens Committee? A. No. 

Q. Do you wear a uniform? A. No. 

Q. When you are on duty? A. No. 

15327 Q. Did you wear a uniform during the months of 
June, and July, 1937, when you were on duty? A. No. 

Q. I wasn't quite sure, Mr. Bergman, whether I asked 
you before who suggested that you go up to see Burgess 
Sewak the first time you went to see him with reference 
to swearing in some Bethlehem watchmen. 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, 
it assumes that somebody did suggest that he did go. I 
don’t know' what the fact is, but I think it is improper for 
counsel for the Board to ask questions continuously, and 
I can say nothing but delibei'ately, in that form. 
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Mr. Shawe: I object to that, I am not asking questions 
deliberately in that form and I don’t see any objection to 
the question in the first place. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Did any one suggest that you go 
up to see Burgess Sewak the first time you went up to see 
him when he took office with reference to swearing in Beth¬ 
lehem policemen? 

Mr. Broun: Now, Mr. Examiner, that question is ob¬ 
jectionable because it states that when he went to see Bur¬ 
gess Sewak, when Sew^ak first took office, it is merely that 
some time during Mr. Sewak’s first time as Burgess, he 
doesn’t remember when he went. 

15328 Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, rephrase it. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, you have told us that 
you went up to see Burgess Sewak during his first term of 
office and at that time you asked him if he wouldn’t swear 
in some special, some Bethlehem, policemen. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, that is still objectionable 
because he said he didn’t remember where it was when he 
saw Sewak, that was the direct testimony. Now he says 
he went up to see Burgess Sew’ak, which contains the defi¬ 
nite implication that he went to see Burgess Sewak at 
Franklin or somewhere else. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Not necessarily, he may answer. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) What I want to know is— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Was there a question pending? 

Mr. Shawe: I hadn’t finished the question before both 
of you interrupted, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you say something, 
don’t take a five-minute pause between parts of your ques¬ 
tion. Rephrase the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shaw’e) Mr. Bergman, can you tell me if 
any one suggested or asked you or requested that you go 
up to see Mr. Sewak the first time you went to see him with 
reference to swearing in some Bethlehem watchmen ? 

15329 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, may I ask what coun¬ 
sel for the Board means by “go up to see”? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I don’t remember. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) You told us there were some maces 
placed in the watch-boxes; can you tell me when they were 
placed in the watch-boxes? A. Some time the first part of 
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June and probably, it might have been on the 11th, might 
have been on the 12th, might have been on the 13th, I don’t 
know when it was. 

Q. 1937? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Bergman, you told us that the Bethlehem Steel 
Company did not receive any tear gas during the month of 
June at the Cambria Plant, during the month of June, 
1937; do you see every package and every delivery that 
is made to the Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I do not see 
every package or evei*y delivery that is made. 

Q. How do you know that the tear gas was not delivered 
to the Bethlehem Steel Company here at the Cambria Plant 
during the strike? 

Mr. Broun: I object to that question, Mr. Shawe said, 
“How do you know that the tear gas was not delivered.” 
What tear gas is he talking about? Furthermore, 

15330 the testimony was on direct that there wasn’t any 
tear gas at the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel 

Company received since 1931. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well rephrase it. 

Mr. Shawe: Mr. Examiner, it was limited to this wit¬ 
ness’ knowledge— 

Mr. Broun: I don’t object to investigating the thing, 
but I object to questions phrased that way, Mr. Examiner, 
they are improper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You are assuming certain spe¬ 
cific tear gas. Eephrase your question. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Well, how do you know, Mr. Berg¬ 
man, that there was no tear gas sent in to the Cambria 
Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company during the year 1937? 
A. If there was I think I would have saw it. 

Q. But if no one had showed it to you you wouldn’t know 
about it, would you ? 

Mr. Broun: ^Ir. Examiner, that is not a proper ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Q. (By Mr. Shawe) Do you know Patrick Brady? A. 
What does he do? 

Q. I am asking you if you know a man by the name of 
Patrick Brady? A. Yes, sir. 

15331 Q. Well, what does he do? A. He works as watch¬ 
man. 
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Q. He is under your supervision, is that correct? A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you his immediate superior? A. Yes, sir. 

Q- Was Patrick Brady an employees’ representative at 
any time? A. In ’37. 

Q. For the Plan Year ’37-’38? A. Yes, sir. 

Air Shawe; Nothing further. 

Examination by the Chair 

Q. (By Trial Examiner Bloom) Air. Bergman, during 
this conference that you and Air. Hough had with Air. 
Burgess, or with Burgess Scwak, on either June 7th or 
June 8th, do you recall whether any one of the three of 
you said anything at all about $7500, was that sum ever 
mentioned during the conference at all? A. I don’t re¬ 
member. 

Q. I beg your pardon? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Was anything at all said about the amount of money 
that some Pittsburgh Bank or any other institution 
35332 or person wanted or required to sell the property to 
Burgess Sewak? A. I don’t remember. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s all. 

Redirect Examination 

Q. (By Air. Broun) Air. Bergman, you, in answer to one 
of Air. Shawe’s questions, said that you do not now wear 
a uniform, and also told him that you did not wear a uni- 
forni during the strike; did you wear a uniform during 
the year 1937? A. No. 

Q. You also said that you were, I think, Patrick Brady’s 
immediate superior; what did you mean by the expression, 
what did you understand Air. Shawe meant by the expres¬ 
sion “immediate superior”? Did you mean that there was 
no other man in your department over the watchmen that 
was superior to Brady and under you? A. Yes, there are 
two men under me, 

Q. AYho were they? A. R. S. AIcGraw, George Rock, Har¬ 
rison Davidson. 

Q. And are they superior to Brady as well as yourself? 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do they also have supervision over Brady? A. Yes, 
sir. 
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Q. Now, you will recall that there were some ques- 

15333 tions about your having had a talk with Chief Klink 
some time during the strike, I believe, about auto¬ 
mobiles in Woodvaie, and one question which Mr. Shawe 
said he asked you inadvertently, he used the name of the 
Mayor, which was stricken; you did not, as I understand 
it, talk to the Mayor in that regard at all, is that correct? 
A. That’s correct. 

Q. Now I would like to get this situation straight about 
the tear gas; you testified in answer to one of Mr. Shawe’s 
questions that you knew that there wasn’t any tear gas 
sent to the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company 
and that you thought that because if there had been you 
would have seen it, and in answer to some questions about 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation you said that you didn’t know 
about tear gas by that corporation; now was there any tear 
gas in the Cambria Plant in so far as you know since 1931 
shipped in? A. No, sir. 

Q. And that applies, does it, or not, to any storage place 
in the vicinity of the Cambria Plant? A. Yes, sir. 

15334 Q. Connected with it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q, Or in the vicinity of Johnstown by Bethlehem 
Steel Company? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Broun: No further questions, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe? 

Mr. Shawe: Nothing further. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Thank you, Mr. Bergman, you 
are excused. 

(Witness excused.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Call your next witness, Mr. 
Broun. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, I wanted to get the stipula¬ 
tion which we talked of yesterday afternoon arranged. Mr. 
Houck should be here in a very few minutes. I asked that 
the document be photostated. We haven’t any further wit¬ 
nesses ready this afternoon so we will have to ask your in¬ 
dulgence until tomorrow morning. The problem of prepar¬ 
ing witnesses has gotten a little bit beyond us and we will 
have to do the same thing the Board did a few times on its 
case and ask an adjournment until tomorrow morning. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, we will take tomorrow 
night, we will have a session tomorrow evening, we will ad¬ 
journ at this time until tomorrow morning. 

15335 Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it seems to me that 
we don’t and won’t save time by doing that because 

it is just physically impossible to gain time by shifting 
hearings from morning to night. That was not done on sev¬ 
eral occasions when the Board on the preparation of its 
case stated that they didn’t have any witnesses prepared 
at the time and asked an adjournment until the next day 
and there was no objection on our part, and, as I recall it, 
there was no inclination on your part, either, as I recall it, 
to hold sessions at any other time to make up time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know, but there were only 
two or three cases like that and they never involved over 
the most an hour. 

Mr. Broun: Oh, I must disagree with that, Mr. Exam¬ 
iner, I have a very clear recollection of at least once, there 
was a whole afternoon. 

Mr. Shawe: Well, Mr. Examiner, I must state that cer¬ 
tainly respondents have had considerably more adjourn¬ 
ments than the Board did. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, Mr. Shawe’s statement is 
certainly not correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There is no use quibbling 
over it. 

Mr. Broun: There is no use getting into an argu- 

15336 ment one way or the other, but the adjournments 
have not been had. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: But the point is, quite a num¬ 
ber of times we get to 4:30 or somewhere around five in 
the afternoon and then we are told there are no more wit¬ 
nesses. 

Mr. Broun: Mr, Examiner, that has not been done by 
the respondents. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I can show you in the rec¬ 
ord a number of instances of that kind, I think as a matter 
of fact we have run— 

Mr. Broun: Well, we ran overtime, except once we 
asked a week’s adjournment because of a hearing in Wash¬ 
ington. 
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Mr, Rose: There were several other adjournments prior 
to the one in connection with Washington, Mr. Examiner. 

Mr. Broun: I didn’t say there were not prior adjourn¬ 
ments, I am not asking this for the purpose of delay. Of 
course, we are all anxious to get through with this case, but 
problem of preparing witnesses is not something which can 
be operated on an exact schedule and I certainly don’t re¬ 
call any instance in which we asked time off. As a matter 
of fact, when you made your ruling ^^'ith respect to vio¬ 
lence, it was stated to you, as you will recall, in an 

15337 off-the-record discussion, that we "would be glad to 
go ahead on the Saturday of that w’eek, which w'e 

did, but that that might necessitate our asking for an after¬ 
noon off some time and at that time you said “Of course.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was back in January. 

Mr. Broun: Certainly that w^as back in January, but 
time lost is time lost. 

Trial Examiner: I don’t remember any such particular 
* ‘ of course ’ ’ on my part, but it is not very serious one w^ay 
or the other, but I do think you should try to have enough 
witnesses lined up to keep this thing moving along. After 
all, this testimony that you are now rebutting went in and 
was finished last October, and at the conclusion of the 
Board’s case on December 16th you had until January 10th. 

It isn’t as though you hadn’t had a fair amount of time 
to prepare this. 

Mr. Broun; Mr. Examiner, I can assure you— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It seems to me you should be 
in a position to keep, to have at least sevei'al witnesses lined 
up at a time. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, you know well enough about 
the preparation of witnesses and handling a case which in¬ 
volves as broad a scope as this one does, in w^hich you 

15338 have to deal w’ith testimony put in as the testimony 
has been in this case, to know that it takes time to get 

witnesses together and particularly where, as in this case, 
cross-examination is not limited to the direct examination. 
The sky is the limit in the cross-examination permitted by 
you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is w’hat the Board used 
to tell me when the respondents were cross-examining wit¬ 
nesses. 
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Mr. Broun: We certainly havendelayed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Maybe that is where I learned 
it from, 

Mr. Broun: We certainly have not delayed and we have 
exerted every possible effort of assiduous application to 
work and physical endurance, everything that physical en¬ 
durance could produce. Now, I suggest— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, this is certainly going to 
eliminate— 

Mr. Broun: I suggest we take a recess for a few mo¬ 
ments at this point, because this matter of stipulation can 
be cleared up. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: This is going to eliminate any 
early adjournment Friday, I can tell you that right now, it 
means we are going to have a regular session Friday. I 
am not going to knock off this afternoon, practically 
15339 the entire ahernoon, and then run a short day Fri¬ 
day. 

Mr. Broun: Well, Mr. Rose requested yesterday that 
there be a short session Friday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t care who requested it. 

Mr. Broun: We would be glad to accommodate him in 
any way. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am glad to see that all the 
attorneys are cooperating with each other, but at the same 
time we are going to run a full session Friday. 

Mr. Broun: I understand that we will, except for a 
recess to permit the stipulation, if you care to do that, ad¬ 
journ until ten o’clock in the morning? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, there is nothing else to 
do, I am not going to adjourn the hearing; obviously, if 
you don’t have any witnesses we will just adjourn until to¬ 
morrow morning. 

Mr. Broun: Don’t you think it would be a good idea to 
wait a few moments and see if we can’t clean up that mat¬ 
ter? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: There will be a recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, on the record, have you 
got a written stipulation? 
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Mr. Broun: Yes, sir. 

15340 Mr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, before it is ready for 
the record, can I see a draft of it? 

Mr. Broun: I don’t anticipate reading it into the record 
without showing you a draft of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 

15341 Trial Examiner Bloom; On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, it is stipulated by 
counsel for the Board and counsel for the respondents that, 
if William J. Tucker, manager of the office of The Western 
Union Telegraph Company at Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 
were called as a \vitness in these proceedings, he would 
testify that he had examined the records regularly main¬ 
tained at said Western Union office and (1) that the regu¬ 
lar telegraph operator then on duty at said office received 
over the telephone at 1:10 a. m. on June 19, 1937, a telegram 
from Michael J. Boyle, Sheriff of Cambria County, to 
George H. Earle, Governor of Pennsylvania; (2) that Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit No. 185, which is herewith to be ad¬ 
mitted in evidence, is a correct copy of said telegram; (3) 
that said telegram was transmitted by said operator over 
the telegraph wires of said Telegraph Company at 1:14 
a. m. on said date through an office of said Telegraph Com¬ 
pany at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, to an office of said Tele¬ 
graph Company at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, for delivery 
to the addressee of said telegram in the latter City; and 
(4) that no other telegram w^as sent by said Boyle to said 
Earle from Johnstown, Pennsylvania, by said Telegraph 
Company between the hours of 9 p. m. on June 18, 1937, 
and 3 a. m. on June 19, 1937. 

Off the record. 

15342 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record, after 
which the following proceedings w'ere had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Does that con¬ 
clude the stipulation, Mr. Broun? 

Mr. Broun; Except, Mr. Examiner, that this document 
should be stamped as— 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Let us take the stipulation first. 
Is it so stipulated, Mr. Rose? i 

Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. i 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The document referred to as | 
Respondents’ Exhibit 185 may be received in evidence. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
as Respondents’ Exhibit No. 185 in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Broun: Mr. Examiner, we are endeavoring to find 
Mr. Horning. They will let me know as soon as they can 
whether they can find him. It will probably take some time 
for him to get here if he is located. I don’t know whether 
he is working or not. It might be a good idea— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why don’t you bring him in 
the first thing in the morning. 

Mr. Broun: All right. 

15343 Trial Examiner Bloom: Ten o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 3:45 o’clock p. m., April 13, 1938, an 
adjournment was taken to 10:00 o’clock a. m., April 14th, 
1938.) 

15348 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170”. 

R-177 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylva¬ 
nia. Thursday, April 14,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 
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Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. y., Attorneys on behalf of the Eespondents. 

D. P. Weinier, Esq., (Otto Bldg., Johnstown, Pa.), Prank 
P. Hartman, Esq., (Ebensburg, Pennsylvania), on be¬ 
half of the Plan of Employees’ Representation at 
Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Company, Johns¬ 
town, Pennsylvania. 

Morgan V. Jones, Jr., Esq., (Otto Building, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania), of Counsel. 


15349 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. Off the record. 

(There was a discussion oif the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Before we proceed with the taking of evidence this morn¬ 
ing or calling of witnesses, rather, Mr. Broun, with respect 
to the subpoena dated April 13th, a subpoena duces tecum, 
issued at your request to William J. Tucker, have all of the 
documents requested in that subpoena been exhibited or 
furnished to the respondents? 

•Mr. Broun: All of those documents have been, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer, and it has been arranged with counsel for the Board 
that another stipulation will be entered into with respect 
to the other testimony that we desire to elicit from Mr. 
Tucker. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, is there any reason, then, 
why the subpoena issued on Mr. Tucker should not be can¬ 
celled at this time! 

Mr. Broun: It seems there is no reason, if Board counsel 
agrees. 

Mr. Rose: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The subpoena on Mr. Tucker 
is cancelled. 

Also, I requested respondents ’ counsel to have Mr, 

15350 Horning here in order that I could question him fur- 
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ther coneerning certain documents on which I either 
reserved ruling or sustained objections to. 

Mr. Horning was here this morning, but I am a little 
afraid of him. His daughter, it seems, has the mumps. A 
week ago it was the measles and now it is the mumps. 

Mr. Broun: There seems to have been a threat of diph¬ 
theria. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And a threat of diphtheria, so 
rather than have a walking pest house in the room, I am 
going to admit these documents and suffer the conse¬ 
quences, if any. 

That is, unless Board’s counsel withdraw all their ob¬ 
jections to the document, I will overrule the objections and 
admit the documents as I call them off. Let me know 
whether you are persisting in your objections or not. 

Respondents’ Exhibit 170 for Identification. Mr. Rose? 

^Ir. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Overruled, and it will be re¬ 
ceived as Respondents’ Exhibit 170. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit No. 170 in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents ’ Exhibit 172 
15.351 for Identification. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Same ruling, it will be admitted 
as Respondents’ Exhibit 172. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 172, in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibit 173 for 
Identification, 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be overruled and re¬ 
ceived and marked Respondents’ Exhibit 173 in evidence. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 173, in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom. Respondents’ Exhibit 176-A and 
B for Identification. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled, and the document 
will be received as Respondents’ Exhibit 176-A and B, re¬ 
spectively. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 176-A and B, in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 183-A and B for Identification. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The objection is overruled and 
the document will be received as Respondents’ Ex- 

15352 hibit 183-A and B. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 183-A and B, in evidence.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And Respondents’ Exhibit 
181-A to D, both inclusive. 

Mr. Rose: Same objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled, the document will 
be received as Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A to D, both in¬ 
clusive. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 181-A to D, in evidence.) 

Mr. Rose: What was the last number? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: 181-A to D, both inclusive. 

Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record, all right, Mr. 
Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Yes, just a second, please. 

15353 Trial Examiner Bloom: Veiy well. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner my next witness will 
be Mr. Evans, and before calling him I would just like to 
say that we have been put to it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Moore: We have been put to it to produce from time 
to time anything like accurate pictures of the plant and 
gates, etcetera. We have a blueprint of the plant which is 
reasonably up to date. I want to ask Mr. Evans some ques¬ 
tions about the layout of the plant, etcetera, and I realize 
the blueprint is not probably admissible in evidence, that is 
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without qualifying other than through Mr. Evans. I don’t 
want to go to the bother of qualifying it. 

I would like to produce it and have it up here where we 
can refer to it and offer it in evidence if there is no objec¬ 
tion to it. If there is objection to it, why, I will withdraw 
the offer. I think perhaps if you can put it up here on the 
wall it might help us. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May 1 see it, Mr. Moore, please? 
Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I don’t know— 

Mr. Moore: It is only for the purpose of giving a view 
of what the situation is and being able to have it so 

15354 anyone can read more intelligently. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Evans, will you take the stand, please. 

Sidney D. Evans a witness called by and on behalf of 
the Respondents, being duly sworn, was examined and 
testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

Q. (By Mr. Moore ) Mr. Evans, will you state your full 
name for the record, please? A. Sidney D. Evans. 

Q. I take it it isn’t necessary to spell it. A. S-i not S-y. 
Q. S-i-d-n-e-y E-v-a-n-s? A. Yes. 

Q. Your residence, please, Mr. Evans? A. 406 Wayne, 
W-a-y-n-e Street, Westmont. 

Q. How long have you lived in metropolitan Johnstown? 
A. Fifteen years. 

Q. What is your occupation? A. I am employed by the 
Cambria Plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company. 

15355 Q. That is by Bethlehem Steel Company at its 
Cambria Plant? A. Cambria Plant In Johnstown. 

Q. How long have you been employed by Bethlehein Steel 
Company? A. Twenty-one years. 

Q. What was your employment before you became em¬ 
ployed by Bethlehem Steel Company? A. I was employed 
by the American Sheet & Tin Plate Company, a subsidiary 
of the United States Steel Corporation. 
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Q. Where were you working? A. You mean with the 
American Sheet & Tin Plate Company? 

Q. Yes. A. At New Kensington, Pennsylvania. 

Q. Where is that, I don't know? A. About eighteen miles 
from Pittsburgh, up the Alleghany Eiver. 

Q. How long were you employed by the American Sheet 
& Tin Plate Company? A. About eight years. 

Q, Can you tell me on or about what date the Cambria 
Plant was acquired through lease, if I may use that expres¬ 
sion, by Bethlehem Steel Company? A. March 31st 
1923. 

15356 Q. If I may— A. I may be off a day. 

Q. Yes, it was March 30th, if I may correct that 
date. A. Yes. 

Q. And you came to Johnstown to begin work here on 
what date? A. April 1st, 1923. 

Q. That is two days after the plant, the lease, had been 
taken over by Bethlehem Steel Company? A. That is cor¬ 
rect. 

Q. Well, you said you had been working for Bethlehem 
Steel Company for twenty-one years? A. That's right. 

Q. Where were working for Bethlehem Steel Company 
prior to coming here? A. At Sparrows Point, Maryland, 
at the plant of the Bethlehem Steel Company there. 

Q, ^Tiat was your position with the company when you 
were working at Sparrows Point plant? A. At the time I 
left there I was Works Accountant. 

Q. I should have asked you before, but I will do it now: 
what kind of work were you doing with the American Sheet 
& Tin Plate Company? A. I was connected with the Ac¬ 
counting Department afor the entire time. 

15357 Q. What position do you now hold at the Cambria 
Plant? A. I am assistant to the General Manager 

and Management’s Special Representative of the Cambria 
Plant. 

Q. How long have you been assistant to the General Man¬ 
ager? A. About eleven and one-half years. 

Q. And how long have you been Management’s Special 
Representative? A. Six years. 

Q. That leaves a period of years while you were at the 
Cambria Plant that we haven’t accounted for; that is, be¬ 
fore you became Assistant to the General Manager, what 
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were you doing during that period—^in the first place, how 
many years was that? A. I have been with the Cambria 
Plant for fifteen years, eleven and one-half years of which 
I was assistant to the General Manager and three and one- 
half years prior to that I was Works Accountant. 

Q. Will you tell me briefly what your duties were as 
Works Accountant at the Cambria Plant? A. I had com¬ 
plete charge of ail accounting work at the Cambria Plant. 

Q. You said you were Works Accountant at the Sparrows 
Point Plant for a period before coming here. What were 
your duties there? A. The duties were the same at 

15358 the Sparrows Point Plant as Works Accountant as 
they were at Cambria. 

Q. That is, your work at Sparrows Point Plant corre¬ 
sponded with that you have been doing, or did, for three 
and one-half years at the Cambria Plant? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, will you tell us briefly what your duties are as 
assistant to the General Manager of the Cambria Plant? 
A. At the time I was appointed assistant to the General 
Manager, that was a newly created position. My duties 
consisted at that time and consist today of handling mat¬ 
ters connected with the general management of the plant 
which do not relate directly to the physical operation of 
the plant. 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, at the opening of the 
session this morning I referred to a map which, since that 
time, has been put up on the wall. I have briefly described 
the map and will be glad to have Mr. Evans asked any 
questions that counsel for the Board may desire to ask 
with reference to it, and I would like to offer it at the prop¬ 
er time, in evidence, so that it may be used to help in 
reading and studying the record by whoever shall do it. 
Trial Examiner Bloom: As counsel well know, I am a 
great advocate of maps, diagrams and pictures. 

15359 Mr. Rose: Well, we would like to have the map, 
too, Mr. Examiner. Counsel, I assume, as he goes 

along, will mark— 

Mr. Moore: I propose to. 

Mr. Rose: Will you mark it? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you be good enough, Mr. 
Parsont, to mark it for identification, and instead of of¬ 
fering it at this time, Mr. Moore, let us interrogate Mr. 
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Evans about it and, if he demonstrates he knows sufficient 
about it, we will put it in evidence; otherwise we may have 
a lot of questions about it, and then if it is not offered it 
^\'ill be rather meaningless. 

(Thereupon, the map above referred to was marked Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit Xo. 186 for Identification.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

15360 Tri^^xaminer Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. JHOore: I have one other question I want to 

ask. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) ^Ir. Evans, will you tell us what 
your duties and powers are as management’s special rep¬ 
resentative at the Cambria Plant of Bethlehem Steel Com¬ 
pany? A, I represent the general management of the Cam¬ 
bria Plant in its relations with the employees of that plant, 
and in all matters of labor relations, and I have full and 
complete charge of all labor relations at the Cambria Plant 
of the Bethlehem Steel Company at Johnstown. 

In addition to labor relation matters, I also have charge 
of such activities as emplojTnent, safety, compensation, re¬ 
lief and pensions at the Cambria Plant. 

Q. You said you had full charge of labor relations. Can 
you give me any exi)ansion of that, so I will understand 
just what you mean by full charge? A. Well, by full charge, 
I mean that matters—not what the item is in connection 
with labor relations— that I handle it entirely and have au¬ 
thority to make decisions in regard thereto, and to com¬ 
plete the item, whatever it happens to be. 

Q. Now then, referring to the map on the wall behind you 
as much as vou like— 

15361 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr, Moore, I think one 
of your associates brought in a pointer. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: MTiat did I say—will you read back my ques¬ 
tion? 
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1 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

' I 

Mr. Moore: Will you insert Respondents’ Exhibit 186 
for Identification. 

(The reporter made the insertion as requested, the pre¬ 
vious question now reading as follows: 

“Q. Now then, referring to the map on the wall, Respond¬ 
ents ’ Exhibit 186 for Identification, behind you, as much as 
you like—”) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you give us a description—not 
to full—of the plant? I suggest you start at the east end, 
if agreeable to you, and describe the plant, giving as the 
locations of the different plants that make up the Cambria 
Plant. A. Beginning at the easterly end of the plant at a 
point where—east of Franklin Boro— 

15362 Q. May I interrupt you, Mr. Evans? Would you 
mind showing us, so anyone reading and not having j 

the map would know where the plant is located? A. First ^ 
of all it is located in what we might generally call the Cone- 
maugh Valley, and generally known as the metropolitan 
district of Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Q. It extends from— A. It extends for a distance from 
one end to the other of about eight miles, and beginning the 
easterly end of the plant, the first operation which has to 
do with the plant is that of the slag dump, where blast fur¬ 
nace slag is deposited, and then following the Little Cone- 
maugh River— 

Q. Let me interrupt. That place you are pointing to is 
marked “Slag Dump” on the map? A. It is. Following 
the Little Conemaugh River in a westerly direction—the 
distances I am not sure enough of, but possibly a mile—we 
come to a storage yard and a scrap preparation plant which 
is in this particular location here (indicating). It does not 
happen to be marked. 

15363 Q. Will you mark it, please? 

(Thereupon, the map was, accordingly, marked by the 
witness.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What is the location which you have 
marked? A. Scrap Preparation Plant and a storage yard 
for scrap and other raw materials. 
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Proceeding along the Little Coneniaugh River only a 
short distance, we come to the first producing unit. 

Q. Still in a westerly direction? A. In a westerly direc¬ 
tion. We come to the first producing unit which is the 
Wheel Plant, as marked on the map. In that plant is man¬ 
ufactured a variety of circular steel products, the principal 
product being that of car—rolled steel car wheels. 

In addition to rolled steel car wheels, there is also man¬ 
ufactured such circular products as fiy wheels, brake drums 
and gear blanks, and so forth. Continuing— 

Q. Just a moment. By car wheels, you mean what? A. 
I mean, the rolled steel car wheels which are under freight 
cars. 

Q. May I ask— A. And also, there is manufactured 
there rolled steel wheels that are used under certain types 
of trolley cars and subway trains and various methods of 
transportation. 

15364 Q. I asked the question simply to make sure you 
do not include any automobile wheels. A. No, al¬ 
though there are mine car wheels manufactured there, and 
since you mentioned automobiles, we also manufacture 
there, tire molds. In other words, the automobile tires 
that we use in automobiles are conformed in molds and 
those molds are, naturally, a circular product, and we also 
manufacture tire molds and tire mold rings, which are nec¬ 
essary to use with the tire molds which, in turn, are used 
for manufacturing of automobile tires, automobile cas¬ 
ings— 

Q. All right. A. Proceeding still in a westerly direction 
along the Little Coneniaugh River from the Wheel Plant 
which, by the way, is in the Eastern section of Franklin 
Boro, we continue to Franklin Boro to the next point of 
production, which is the Franklin Plant. The Franklin 
Plant is in— 

Q. Is it marked? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is marked, Mr. Moore. 

The Witness: It is marked— 

A. —is probably the most important of our units because 
of the fact that the greatest proportion of our steel is pro¬ 
duced in that plant. In that plant we have, first of 

15365 all, 154 by-product coke ovens where coke is pro¬ 
duced for use in Bessemer, and also the various 
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kinds of by-products of coal, such as ammonia sulphate 
and surplus gas, of course, and motor fuel, and too many 
other items to mention. 

In addition to the coke ovens, we have five blast furnaces 
for the production of iron. 

The next step in the operation— 

Q. Are these five blast furnaces all in the Franklin 
Plant? A. The five blast furnaces are in the Franklin 
Plant. We have twenty-one open hearth furnaces in that 
plant for the production of steel. 

We also have a Blooming Mill, a Billet Mill, a Slabbing 
Mill, a Round Mill which produces the material for the 
Wheel Plant, and a 134" Sheared Plate Mill, and also a 
Car Department which produces all types of freight cars, 
mine cars, and various car parts, as well as considerable 
other specialty work, along fabricating lines. 

Q. Are the car j^arts made in that plant? A. Yes, they 
are. 

Q. And erected? A. That is right. In other words, in 
that plant we have a forge plant that forges all kinds of 
parts and machinery for producing practically all parts 
that go into a car. 

15366 Continuing in a westerly direction along the Cone- 
maugh River, the next producing unit we come to is 

the Gautier Division. 

Q. Is that marked? A. Yes, it is marked on the map, 
“Gautier.” 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is marked “Gautier” with 
an arrow so it will be easy to pick it up. 

The Witness: In that department, that division, we 
have ten rolling mills of various sizes and types that pro¬ 
duce various kinds of rolled steel products, such as bars 
of all—practically all sizes and shapes, it being, I think, one 
of the few—if not almost the only bar plant—that produces 
such a variety of sections, as we call them, which are 
shapes of bars. 

15367 Q. When you say that, you mean, referring to the 
country or to the plant here? A, No, I am refer¬ 
ring to the country. In addition to bars, as I said, they 
produce light structural shapes, light rails which are used 
in mines, principally, universal plates, and we produce 
various types of specialties in that department. 
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We have a group of manufacturing shops where such 
things as mine ties, rail anchors, fence posts, light frogs 
and switches are produced. 

Q. In describing the mills in the Franklin Plant, you 
referred to the 134" Sheared Plate Mill, and in describing 
the works in the so-called Gautier Division, you have re¬ 
ferred to a Universal Plate Mill. Will you tell us the dif¬ 
ference between those two? A. A Sheared Plate Mill pro¬ 
duces plates that are—when they are rolled, they are not 
necessarily the same size, either in length or width, as the 
finished product. In other words, they will be sheared on 
all sides. Therefore, it is called a sheared plate. 

A universal plate must be rolled in the finished width 
because it only has sheared edges on the ends of the plate, 
and the sides of the plate have rolled edges. 

15368 Q. We have had a considerable amount of testi¬ 
mony, from time to time, with reference to different 

size bar mills. I wonder if those bar mills are in the 
Gautier Division, and if there are some, if you can tell us 
what the names are? I heard 3" and 9" mill, or some such 
statement as that. A. I mentioned the fact there are ten 
rolling mills in Gautier. Those rolling mills are 8"1; 8"2; 
9"1; 9"2; 9"3; 10"; 12"; 13"; 14"; and 36" Universal Plate 
Mill, with all the prior ones being bar mills. 

Q, That is, the last one is a Plate Mill? A. The last one 
is a Plate Mill. 

Q. What do you mean when you say a 12" Mill? A. That 
is the measurement between the center of the bottom roll 
and the center of the top roll. It means nothing to the lay¬ 
man. It merely designates to a steel man about what size 
products can be rolled on the mill. 

Q. When you say you have a 12" Bar Mill, does that 
mean that a bar, a cross-section of which will be 12 inches 
either way, square, could be rolled there? A. No. That 
is not the case. That is true of the 36" Universal Plate 
Mill, and true of the 134" Sheared Plate Mill. Those meas¬ 
urements denote maximum width of the product which can 
be rolled, but in bar mills, the dimensions the bar 

15369 mill is usually kno^\’n by, does not indicate in itself 
what size products can be rolled. 

Q. All right, then. Continuing further west, will 

15370 you describe— A. Continuing from the Gautier 
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Plant, still following in a westerly direction the 
Little Coneinaugh Kiver, we come to a point or a junction 
in the Coneinaugh River and Stony Creek River, and just 
below that junction on the Conemaugh River is what we 
call our Lower Works, or Lower Plant. 

Q. When you say, below, what do you mean? A. Still 
going in a westerly direction. 

Q. Which way does the river run ? A. It is quite a wind¬ 
ing river, generally sneaking— 

Q. Well, does the water flow— A. The water flows in a 
westerly direction. 

The Lower Works consists of two blast furnaces, a Bes¬ 
semer converting unit— 

Q. Excuse me. Let me interrupt you. Are the Lower 
Works marked on the map? A, Yes, it is. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Marked “Lower Mills.” 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right. A. It consists of two 
blast furnaces, a Bessemer converter unit, containing three j 
Bessemer converters, a blooming mill, a Billet Mill, a Forge 
and Axel Plant, and all of the general mechanical and elec¬ 
trical repair shops for the entire plant. 

15371 Q. All right— A. So far as the products are con-| 
cerned, the Lower Works does not produce so much 
in the way of finished products, with the exception of the 
Forge and Axle Plant, where railroad axles are produced, 
car axles are produced of all types and sizes. 

In other words, when we build freight cars at Franklin, 
the axles for those freight cars come from the Lower 
Works, and the wheels for those freight cars come from 
the Wheel Plant. 

In addition to axles, and all kinds of forgings, as finished 
products, the only other trade material—we might call it— 
that we make there is covered by the shipment of certain 
semi-finished products, such as billets. 

Q. All right. Now, proceeding with the description. A. 
Following, or, rather, to leave the Conemaugh River for a 
moment, go around the hill to the Rosedale Coke Plant. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is marked on the-map. 

The Witness; The Rosedale Coke Plant consists of two 
hundred and eight by-product coke ovens which produces 
the same materials as I stated for the Franklin Coke Plant. 

Then, returning to the Conemaugh River again and pro- 
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ceeding in a westerly direction for a distance of pos- 

15372 sibly a mile and a half we come to the Rod and Wire 
Departiuent. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is marked? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is marked “Rod and Wire” 
with an arrow pointing in an easterly direction. 

The Witness: In that department there is a Rod Mill, 
a wire drawing department which cold draws rods into wire 
of various sizes, a Bethanizing and Galvanizing unit, a 
fence department, a nail manufacturing department and a 
number of other auxiliary operations such as a unit for 
producing of bale ties and many other products of wire. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, you referred to a Rod Mill, 
do you mind telling us briefly what a rod mill is? A. A rod 
mill is a roiling mill which rolls, in this particular kind of 
a rod mill, an inch and three-quarters square billets into 
rods of various sizes from about one-half inch in diameter 
and lower. 

Q. Where does the steel come from that is used in mak¬ 
ing, rolling the rods ? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is that? "WTiat was that 
last word? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

15373 The Witness: All of the steel used in the rod mill 
comes from the 18" Billet Mill in the Lower Works. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Does that steel go to the Rod Mill 
hot? A. No, it goes to it cold, it has to be reheated. 

Q. Reheated in the Rod Mill? A. In the Rod Mill. 

Q. What do you mean by a rod, you say a Rod Mill, what 
does it produce? A. Well, a rod could be called a round 
bar, or almost a round bar, the only difference between a 
rod and a round bar is that a round bar is supposed to be 
round within a certain tolerance, and a rod is not neces¬ 
sarily round because it is not in its finished state. It will 
be drawn down to a smaller size through a die and it doesn’t 
matter whether it is perfectly round or not. 

Q. Well, I am not sure I am clear, am I correct in under¬ 
standing that the steel comes from the Low’er Works and 
in the Rod Mill is rolled into rods as the first step in pro¬ 
ducing wire? A. That’s correct, and after the rods are 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 7637 

rolled and certain treatment given to those rods the rods 
are then drawn without being reheated, drawn cold through 
dies and reduced in size to whatever size the wire it is 
necessary that the wire which we produce—it is 

15374 drawn in size to whatever sized wire is necessary— 
and the wire which we produce is limited to about 

twenty gauge. 

Q. That means ihe smallest, you mean? A. That is the 
smallest wire. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. There will be a 
short recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which the 
following proceedings were had:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, had you completed your 
brief description of the plant? A. I believe so. 

Q. Is the location, the location of the General OflSce so 
shown that you could mark that on the map? 

(The witness drew upon the exhibit as requested.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Evans has drawn a red cir¬ 
cle around the General Office Building, and has drawn a 
line to it off to the margin, or from it, off to the margin 
and indicated the w^ords “General Office.’’ 

Mr. Moore: Now, Mr. Examiner, I think perhaps this 
is the time for me to offer in evidence the map. 

15375 Trial Examiner Bloom: I w'as just going to make 
a suggestion, so do you have any objections, Mr. 

Rose? 

Mr. Moore: I would be glad to have you ask any ques¬ 
tions you care to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: If you care to examine Mr. 
Evans on the voir dire examination you may, about the 
map, of course. 

Mr. Rose: Well, we wanted to have the map in evidence, 
of course I can ask the other questions concerning the map 
and its preparation, etcetera, on cross examination. 


I 
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Mr. Moore: I would be glad to have you interrupt my 
examination and go ahead and ask any questions with ref¬ 
erence to the plant, if you like, at this time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVeil, why not defer that until 
the cross examination in chief. I understand then there 
is no objection to the document f 

Mr. Rose: No, there is no objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, it may be received 
in evidence as Respondents’ Exhibit 186,1 am referring to 
the document previously marked 186 for Identification. 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 186 for Identification was marked Respon¬ 
dents’ Exhibit 186 in evidence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Evans, some place 

15376 in the record, I don’t remember where, reference 
was made to Clapboard Run. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That was by Mr. Williams, Mr. 
Williams was asked if he knew where Clapboard Run was 
and he never heard of it. 

Q. (By Mr, Moore) And it wasn’t located, so will you 
tell us, please, where it is? A. Clapboard Run is a small 
stream which runs through the Boro of Franklin, runs 
along past the entrance to the Wheel Plant where the road, 
which is considered as the entrance, leaves the highway. 
In other words, if I may, I believe that in the testimony 
that reference was made to Clapboard Run, the reference 
that was made was merely a location at or near the entrance 
to the Wheel Plaid. 

15377 Q. Do you know David Watkins? A. I do. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. Since— 

Mr. Rose: What was the answer? 

The Witness: I haven’t answered, if it is all right with 
the Examiner I will hesitate when one of those things goes 
past because I can’t even hear myself talk. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You have my consent in advance, 
Mr. Evans. 

The Witness: I first met David Watkins on March 19, 
1937. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you have a conference with him 
on that day ? A. I did. 
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Q. Will you tell me how the conference came about? A. 
On March 16th or 17 th, Mr. Watkins called the office and 
asked for Mr. Ellicott. Mr. Ellicott’s secretary, who an¬ 
swered the phone, asked hhn what he wished to speak to 
Air. Ellicott about and he told the secretary that he wanted 
to talk to him about a labor matter and the secretary told 
him that I was the one who handled all labor relations mat¬ 
ters for the Cambria Plant and that, therefore, I was the 
one that he should speak to. 

15378 I believe I was not in the office that day and when 
I came back the following day Air. Ellicott’s secre¬ 
tary told me of the call and I called Air. Watkins by tele¬ 
phone at his headquarters, I believe, in the First National 
Bank Building, found, I believe, that he was out of town, as 
I recall it. 

I called him again later, found him in and— 

Q. What was the date of that second call? A. I believe 
Alarcli 18th, I think, it was the day before the conference 
and talked to him on the phone and found that he wanted 
to have a conference with me and that the conference was 
arranged for 1:30 p.m. of the following day, which was 
Alarch 19th. 

I asked him whether he was coming alone and he told me 
that, or I explained to him, first, that I would like to know 
whether it was a group or he alone, so that I could prepare 
the necessary number of chairs in my room and he told me 
that he would have a few men with him and the conference 
was so arranged. 

Q, AVell, now, would you go ahead and tell us about the 
conference, who were present, what was said and done? A. 
Well, at 1:30 p.m. on Alarch 19th, Air. Watkins arrived in 
the office and he had with him John Ignots, Jose Jaime, 
Clarence Tressler, Steven Sakmar, Houston Under- 

15379 wood, Andrew Kmett, and Alike Brindza, I believe 
was all of the ones that were present. 

Q. Was John Zeman there? A. John Zeman was there 
also. 

Q. Did any one come into the conference later? A. No, 
there was another man, I believe, by the name of Pavlovski, 
who they told me was the—was supposed to be there and I 
afterwards learned that he arrived but he arrived late and 
did not come into the conference. 
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Q. Was anyone present from the company side beside 
yourself? A. I don’t recall if there was. 

Q. All right, will you go ahead? A. Mr. Watkins was the 
spokesman for the crowd and after the usual pleasantries 
he told me that he presumed that I knew that since about 
July of the previous year that the Steel Workers’ Organiz¬ 
ing Committee had been soliciting members among the em¬ 
ployees of the Cambria Plant, and that whether or not I 
knew it that they had been very successful and had enrolled 
a large majority of our employees as members of their or¬ 
ganization. 

He further said that he was quite surprised on the 2nd of 
March to learn that Carnegie Illinois Steel Corporation had 
signed a contract with the S. W. 0. C. He said that possibly 
I was not surprised. 

15380 He then said that the employees of Cambria Plant 
were now wishing a contract with Bethlehem Steel 
Company. He said also that he was not expecting that this 
would be answered today, it was not a demand but he 
thought merely that he would have this conference and meet 
me and ask that I would pass along to the proper officials 
of the company the request that consideration be given to 
the signing of a contract. 

After he had told me this I told Mr. Watkins that it was 
not necessary to pass along to any officials or any other offi¬ 
cials of the company any such request for the reason that I 
had complete and full authority to handle all labor relations 
matters at Cambria Plant. Therefore, it was not necessary 
to go any further than he had already gone. 

He then said that he was quite surprised to learn this, 
that he didn’t have any idea that such was the case and 
said also that I was in a different position than he was in, 
that he had superiors to report to in Pittsburgh and that 
even though I was disposed to sign a contract on that day, 
he was not in a position and did not have authority to even 
negotiate one, that that was a matter which would have to 
he handled by the people in Pittsburgh. 

I again expressed the fact that apparently our sit- 
15380 uation was different than that of Carnegie Illinois 
Steel Corporation. 

Mr. Rose: May we have what was said, please? 

The Witness: I am sorry. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you, please? 
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The Witness: I am sorry, I said— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) With emphasis. 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think that is necessary. 

Mr. Moore: That is what he meant by ‘stressed the 
point.” 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think counsel’s remark is necessary. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, all right. 

Mr. Rose: I move it be stricken. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, all right, tell us what 
was said. 

The Witness: I said that apparently our situation was 
different than that of Carnegie Illinois Steel Corporation 
in that our plant operated as a unit and that I had full 
power and authority to act in labor relations matters, re¬ 
ferring to the Cambria Plant. 

I said to him that over a period of many years that 
we had at the Cambria Plant, had had pleasant labor re¬ 
lations with our employees and that during that time we 
had dealt with our employees through elected rep- 
15382 resentatives under the Plan of Representation and 
we had also dealt with representatives of various la¬ 
bor organizations, including representatives of the old 
Amalgamated Association Lodges, and Mr. Watkins then 
said he was surprised to learn that I had dealt with other 
groups similar to this group, that he knew that I had been 
dealing with representatives under the Plan, but he did not 
know that I had dealt with other representatives. 

Q. Did you say anything about the labor policy of the 
company? A. First he said to me that some of the em¬ 
ployees now felt that they wanted to have a bona-fide union 
and that was the reason for them joining the S. W. 0. C., 
and I said to him that the company had not at any time 
taken any interest in the question of whether or not a man, 
an employee, belonged or did not belong to any organization, 
labor or otherwise, and had so made it known to the em¬ 
ployees from time to time. 

I then asked, I believe, Mr. Zeman and Mr. Underwood 
if they could verify that statement of mine, and they stated 
that that was correct. 

Q. Was there any concrete statement as to the policy in 
the meeting of the representatives? A. After telling Mr. 

Watkins what our experience had been in meeting 
1.5383 with different groups, I told him that we, or I, would 
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meet with him or any other person who claimed to 
represent any of our employees at mutually convenient 
times and w-ould deal with them on any matters of interest 
to our employees, would collectively bargain with them on 
any matters of interest to our employees. 

Q. Was anything further said about a signed agreement, 
that you remember, you may have told us all, I just want 
to be sure? A. Toward the end of the conference Mr. Wat¬ 
kins said that he would, inasmuch as this had, that our pol¬ 
icy had, been so much different that he had expected to find 
that all that he could do w'ould be to report back to his 
superiors in Pittsburgh and that I would probably be hear¬ 
ing from him again. 

I again repeated the statement that I would be glad to 
meet with him at any mutually convenient time, and as I 
recall it that v/as about the end of the conference. 

Q. Did any of the men who were present with Watkins 
and whose names you have given us take any part in the 
conference? A. The only part that any of the men took 
in the conference was that also near the end Mr. Watkins 
asked me if I had any questions to ask of these men present, 
and when I stated that I did not, he said that he had 

15384 a question to ask them and he asked them whether 
they agreed with all the things that he had said and 

certain of them nodded, nodded in the affirmative. 

I believe also that one or two of them did say that they 
had a lot of employees signed up, or something of that 
kind, but very little was said by the other men. 

Q. Now, Mr. Evans, during the meeting that you had 
with Mr. Watkins on March 19, 1937, did Mr. Watkins at 
any time ask you to sign a contract -with the Steel Workers’ 
Organizing Committee? A. He did not, in fact he very defi¬ 
nitely stated that if I was disposed to sign one, that he was 
not in a position to negotiate one. 

Q. Did Mr. Watkins at any time request you to sign a 
contract with the S. W. 0. C.? A. He did not. 

15385 Q. Now, Mr. Evans, there has been quite a bit of 
testimony already given in the case with reference to 

the incentive method of compensation for the chippers, and 
I would like to ask you if you will explain to us what the 
incentive compensation was for the chippers and what 
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grievances or negotiations arose out of dealing with the 
chippers with respect to coiiipensatioii. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of the question, I don’t 
recall any mention of the incentive system. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wonder if you don’t mean the 
bonus system, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well, the bonus system. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Weil, in the testimony it has 
been referred to as the bonus system. 

Mr. Moore: Well, 1 have referred to it as incentive, I am 
sure, but bonus is all right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Just so we understand it. Go 
ahead, Mr. Evans. 

The Witness: Well, the chippers, I don’t know whether 
I should explain just what the chipping operation is. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Moore) I will be glad to have you do it so 
we will have a clear picture of it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think the witness, Hanson, 
fully explained that one evening, I think Mr. Ford exam¬ 
ined him. 

15386 Mr. Moore: I don’t think I was here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The process has been 
fully described at any rate. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Then you may omit that. A. Well, 
the chippers for a great many years had been paid on an 
hourly rate plus what we call a premium, which apparently 
is called a bonus in this hearing. The premium was deter¬ 
mined by the quantity of chipping done in a given period, 
inasmuch as the surface of billets varies in regard to its 
condition which determines the amount of chipping to be 
done. The practice was to have inspectors who inspected 
the surface of the billets and determined just what defects 
should be removed from the surface, and in that determi¬ 
nation they established what class of chipping this particu¬ 
lar billet would fall in. 

By “class” I mean that they were established by experi¬ 
ence, that there were established by experience certain 
classes of chipping set up on the basis of the quantity 
which could be chipped in a given period of time and, there¬ 
fore, the inspectors would classify this steel in its proper 
classification and the quantity chipped, together with the 
classification which it had been placed in by the inspector 
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would determine the amount of premium earnings 

15387 to the chippers. 

At the Franklin Plant the gangs, rather the chip¬ 
pers, were divided into gangs of two in each gang, and the 
amount chipped by each of these gangs would determine 
the earnings of each set of two men. 

The Lower Works, due to the dilference in size of billets, 
it was found more practicable in the Lower Works to have 
the gangs fixed in groups of ten rather than two. On or 
about April 14th, 1937 I was told that the chippers at 
Franklin had refused to start work, I believe, on the turn 
starting at 9 p.m. and had not worked for a period of about 
four hours during which time certain of the chippers who 
acted as spokesmen told the foreman that they wanted to 
have some change in the wage set-up, with some of them 
contending that the premium method should be eliminated 
entirely and a straight hourly rate be substituted, and 
others contending that the premium method was too com¬ 
plicated, and that the men could not figure their own pay 
and had no means of determining whether they were being 
paid in accordance with what they w’ere doing. 

I was also told that the employees’ representative under 
the Plan w^as in the conference with the foreman that finally 
after about four hours the men agreed to go back to work 
with the promise that the matter would be given eon- 

15388 sideration on the following day. 

On the following day the superintendent of tlie 
Franklin Open Hearth and Mills and the general foreman 
of chipping at Franklin met in my office, and we discussed 
this. 

Mr. Rose: Can’t we have the names, Mr. Examiner? 

Mr. Moore: What was that? 

Mr. Rose: The names? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, gladly. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Give us those, please. 

The Witness: Mr. F. E. Howells, who is the superinten¬ 
dent, and Mr. L. H. Slick, who is the general foreman. We 
discussed this complaint about the method of pay and 
finally determined on a more simple method which would 
be more readily understood and more readily calculated 
by eliminating the factor of judgment on the part of the 
inspector and classifying the steel into certain definite 
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classifications whereby a tonnage rate was applied to each 
of those classifications, and it would be a very simple 
method for any man to calculate his earnings at the end of 
the day after he knew how much had been chipped. 

Mr. Rose: Excuse me, I object to the conclusion there, 
unless this is the conversation that took place at the con¬ 
ference with Mr. Howells and the other man. 

15389 Mr. Moore: Well, as I understand it, this is the 
conversation between Mr. Howells and Mr. Slick and 

Mr. Evans. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Is that correct, Mr. Evans? 

The Witness: That is what I am describing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, motion to strike de¬ 
nied. 

The Witness: On the next day I was told that Mr. 
Howells and Mr. Slick had met with the representatives 
of the chippers at Franklin, and had presented this new 
method to them, the new rates, and they were put into 
actual practice a few days later, I don’t remember the 
exact date. I am not sure that that covers everything that 
you want, but— 

15390 Q. Was there any change made in the hourly rate 
at that time? A. Yes. The hourly rate had been 

the labor rate of the plant, for 58V1> cents an hour, and the 
hourly rate was increased to 60 cents an hour. 

Q. Do you remember on what date or as of what date 
those new rates went into effect? A. I believe they were 
effective about April 19th. 

Q. Do you know Jose Jaime? A. I do. 

Q. When did you first come in contact with him, if you 
remember? A. I do not think I ever met Mr. Jaime prior 
to the meeting in my office in April—on March 19th, not 
that I can recall. 

Q. That is the first time. Had you previously met Ig- 
nots? A. Yes, I believe that Mr. Ignots was among some 
of the committees T met back in the year 1934, representing 
the Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel and Tin 
Workers. 

Q. Now, they, I believe you told us, were chippers in the 
Lower Works? A. That is right. 

15391 Q. Jaime and Ignots? A. That is right. 
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Q. The rates, however, which you have referred 
were rates for chippers in the Franklin Plant? A. That 
is right. 

Q. Now, what was done with reference to the rates for 
the chippers in the Lower "Works at that time, if anything? 
A. Due, to the fact that we had made this change at Frank¬ 
lin, and having a desire to avoid any material difference 
in our mills between chipping at the Lower AVorks and 
chipping at Franklin, which is exactly the same kind of an 
operation, we proceeded to prepare similar rates, or a simi¬ 
lar method for the Lower AVorks, and put into effect the 
increase in the hourly rate from 58^/» cents to 60 cents, as 
well as a change in the premium rate, and that was made 
effective about the same time for the Lower chippers. 

Q. Now, has that method of pajunent continued up to the 
present time? A. It has. 

Q. AA'ell, did you have any contact with Jaime or Ignots, 
or any other chippers in the Lower AA'orks as to their 
method of compensation prior to the time when the change 
was made at the Franklin Plant? A. I did not. 
15392 Q. And tliat means, of course, prior to the time 
that the change was ii»ade at the Lower AVorks? A. 
That is correct. 

Q. Had there been any complaint prior to that time as 
to the rate of pay, hourly rate, or the method of compen¬ 
sating pay? A. There had been no complaint from the 
Lower chippers up to that time. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume you mean. Air. Aloore, 
and I assume Atr. Evans means, a complaint of which Air. 
Evans is aware. 

Mr. Aloore: Sure. 

The AAutness: That is right. 

Q. (By Air. Aloore) AVell, have you ever heard of any 
complaint from the chippers in the Lower AVorks regard¬ 
ing those matters uj) to that time? A. I had not. 

Q. AA’ell, now, after that, did you hear any complaint as 
to the method of compensation from the chippers in the 
Lower AA^orks? A. Yes, as a part of another conference 
which was arranged by Air. David AVatkins. 

Q. AAull you tell us about the arrangement for that con¬ 
ference, when it was, when arrangements were made? A. 
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The conference was held on April 29th. I am not 

15393 sure whether it was the day before or possibly the 

second dav before that Mr. Watkins called mv office 
* » 

and asked for a conference; but that call was made, and 
the conference was arranged for 1:30 in the afternoon of 
April 29th. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead and tell us about that 
conference, who were present, what was said? A. Well, 
there was present at that conference in addition to Mr. 
Watkins, John Ignots, Jose Jaime, Clarence Tressler, 
Steven Sakmar, Frank L-u-c-a-s, David King. I believe 
that is all. I am not certain. 

Q. Mike Christ? A. That’s right, Wike Christ—C-h-r-i-s-t. 
Q. Were those men all employees at the Cambria Plant, 
except Mr. Watkins? A. They were. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead and describe that con¬ 
ference as best you can, telling us what was said by the 
various people there, including yourself? A. Mr. Watkins 
said that the purpose of the meeting was to take up with 
me some specific grievances that some of the employees 
had, and immediately asked Mr. Ignots, I believe, to state 
his grievance: and Mr. Ignots proceeded to tell me that 
the chippers w’anted to eliminate the tonnage rate entirely 
and to be paid a straight hourly rate. 

15394 I told Mr. Ignots that about 70 per cent of the 
employees in the whole plant were on some form of 

incentive rate. It w'as an accepted policy or method in the 
steel industry to, as far as practicable, pay men on an 
incentive basis, based on the production of individuals or 
groups of individuals, and that I saw no reason whatever 
why this particular group should be treated any differ¬ 
ently than other employees in the plant in that respect. 

Mr. Ignots and Mr. Jaime—I do not recall w’hich one 
said w'hich, but if you will let me tell you what w’as said 
by possibly both of them together, why— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all right. 

15395 The Witness: They contended, in addition to the 
fact that they wanted to have their method changed, 

that they should earn more money than they w^ere earning, 
and that they ought to be above—their rates ought to be 
considerably above the common labor rate. 
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I said to them that their present earnings were about 
18, 19 cents per hour higher than the common labor rate, 
and I thought that was considerably above. I then asked 
Mr. Frank Lucas how long he had been a chipper. He told 
me that ho had been chipping for one year. I then asked 
him how long it took him to learn to chip. He replied that 
in four days ho could chip as much steel as anybody in 
the gang. 

I turned to Mr. 'Watkins and asked Mr. Watkins if ho 
felt that from that statement that the job of chipping was 
a skilled trade, deserving of very high wages in relation 
to common labor, and Mr. Watkins said that he would have 
to know more about it before he could answer the (luestion. 

Mr. Ignots said that Mr. Lucas was wrong in that state¬ 
ment, and that he had trained chippers over a period of 
vears, and that it took three to four weeks to make a 
chipper. 

I told Mr. Ignots that I was perfectly satisfied to accept 
his version of it instead of the four days, but I would 

15396 still ask Mr. Watkins if a job which took three or 
four weeks to learn was a skilled job. 

There was considei*able other discussion about the chip¬ 
ping situation along similar lines that I do not recall. 

Shall I go ahead? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes, will you please? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: Mr. Watkins then, during the time we 
were discussing the relative earnings of the chippers with 
that of common labor, said that possibly the common labor 
rate was too low. I asked him on what he based that as¬ 
sertion, and he said that we were not paying the standard 
of the industry. I asked him what the standard of the in¬ 
dustry was, and he said that in the Pittsburgh district that 
the rate was 62-1/2 cents an hour. 

I then asked him whether or not Carnegie-Iliinois Steel 
Corporation, in their contract with the SWOC, had pro¬ 
vided for any lower rate than 62-1/2 cents an hour for labor. 
He said that he understood that there were a couple of 
plants where a lower rate was provided in the contract. 

I then asked him whether or not he knew if one of those 
plants was in Johnsto-wn. He said that he did know 

15397 that one of them was in Johnstown. 
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Mr. Watkins then said that Mr. Tressler had some 
coni])laiiits to make and, inasmuch as Mr. Tressler wanted 
to g:ot away early, he would ask him to state his grievances 
at that time. 

Mr. Tressler said that there were a group of crane men I 
on the 13" and 14" Mills at Gautier who wanted to have 
their wage rates inci'oased, to be equal to that of the con¬ 
troller men of those mills. He also said that the record 
clerk of the 13" and 14" Mills wanted to have an increase 
in wages so that his rate, or the rate for that position, would 
bo equal to that of furnace recorder. 

I would like to go back for a moment. Speaking about 
Mr. Tressler reminds me of something that came up a little 
earlier in the conference. At the time we were talking 
about incentive rates in the plant, I turned to Mr. Tressler 
and asked him if he thought that the men in his department 
would want to eliminate the incentive rate, and he replied 
that they would not. 

Getting back to Mr. Tressler’s statement, which I was 
just describing, after he had told me of these two cases I 
made a note of them and told him that I would look into 
the matter. Mr. Watkins then asked Mr. Sakmar to pre¬ 
sent his grievances. 

15398 Mr. Sakmar said that the laborers in the Wire 
Plant wanted 80 cents an hour as compared with the 
58-14 cents an hour which they were then receiving. I 
asked Mr. Sakmar on what basis this request was made, 
and what reason he had for making such a request. He 
said that the laborers in the Wire Plant worked very hard. 

I asked him if he thought they worked harder than the la- 
'borers in other departments. He said he did not know, 
but he just knew that they worked very hard. 

I asked him if he thought the laborers in the Wire Plant 
should be paid more than the laborers in other departments. 
Pie just said that he did not know, but the laborers in the 
Wire Plant worked very hard, and he thought they were 
entitled to 80 cents an hour. 

I then turned to Mr. Ignots and Mr. Jaime and asked 
them whether tliey would be satisfied with their 87-1/2- 
cents an hour wliich they had contended they should have 
as a straight hourly rate, -when labor was being paid 80 
cents an hour, inasmuch as they already said they ought 


7650 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. XATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 

to be considerably higher than labor, due to having a skilled 
job. One of those men answered by saying that they did 
not care how much labor was being paid as long as they 
got what they wanted. I told him I did not believe that 
thev were sincere in that statement because thev had al- 
ready stated they should be considerably above labor, 

15399 and if labor would be increased to 80 cents an hour, 
there was no question in my mind that they would 

15400 be dissatisfied with 87-1/2 cents an hour. 

I told ?vrr. Sakuiar that I thought the request for 
labor to be paid SO cents an hour was the most ridiculous 
thing I had ever heard of, asking for a 50 per cent increase 
in wages. 

Mr. Sakmar then continued and said that the millwrights 
in the 'Wire Plant wanted $1.25 per hour. I asked him if 
he thought the millwrights in the Wire Plant should be 
paid more than millwrights in other departments. He 
again said that he did not know anything about the other 
departments, but that the millwrights worked very hard in 
the Wire Plant. 

I turned to Mr. Tressler and I asked Mr. Tressler if he 
thought the millwrights in the Wire Plant worked harder 
than the millwrights in his mills at Gautier. Mr. Tressler 
said, “That is one thing that I cannot agree with.” 

Mr. Sakmar then said he wanted millwright helpers to 
be paid $1.15 per hour. 

I asked him on what basis that request Y/as and he 

gave me the same answer, he thought they worked very 
hard. 

He then requested that oilers in the wire plant be paid 
95 cents per hour, and I asked the same question with 
reference to that, and got the same answer. 

He then said the wire drawers in the Wire Plant 

15401 wanted to eliminate the tonnage rates and substitute 
a straight hourly rate of $1.25 per hour. 

I asked him on what basis that request was made. He 
said that there were certain men, certain wire drawers, who 
were not making enough money and that it was the desire 
to have the tonnage rates eliminated, and a straight hourly 
rate substituted in its place. 

I then asked 'Sir, Sakmar if it were not true that certain 
vdre drawers in the Wire Plant were making as much as 
ten, eleven and twelve dollars for an eight-hour day. Mr. 
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Sakinar replied that that was true, but that there were 
other wire drawers who could not make anyw’here near 
that amount. 

Then I said I assumed that the wire drawers who cannot 
make that amount, due to not producing as much wire as 
these other men, are the ones who are dissatisfied "with the 
tonnage rate, and want a straight hourly rate of $1.25. 

^Ir. Sakinar said that may be true, but that is what we 
want, 

I believe that that was the last specific request or griev¬ 
ance presented at that meeting, and I told the group that I 
would be glad to look into all these matters, that I did not 
feel like disposing of them or giving an answer to them at 
that particular time, and that just as soon as I had 

15402 time to consider them, that I would get in touch with 
'Mr. Watkins and arrange for another conference, at 

which time we would discuss the matter further. 

Mr. Jaime, I believe, asked whether or not I could have 
my reply ready the following day. I told him that I could 
not, that it would be necessary to give these matters very 
careful consideration, I did not want to dispose of them 
hurriedly, and Mr. Jaime then said that he did not know 
whether he could keep the men working if they did not get 
an ans-\ver the following day. 

^Ir. Ignots spoke up also and said that they must have 
a prompt answer. I again pointed out to him it would still 
take a little time to give consideration to these matters, and 
Mr. Ignots said, “We are the ones that are making the 
demand, and we ought to bo able to say when we should 
have an answer.” 

I told Mr. Ignots that I realized that he was making the 
demand, but also that I was making the answer. 

Mr. Watkins then said to the several of the group, “Mr. 
Evans has given yoii a very satisfactory answer, that he 
will consider the matter and call us just as soon as he comes 
to a conclusion, and there is no use of talking in the manner 
ill which you were talking. I am satisfied with Mr. Evans’ 
answer.” 

15403 A. T believe that pretty fully covers the meeting. 
Q. (By Mr. Moore) That ended the conference? 

A. That ended the conference, with the understanding that 
I would call them just as soon as I bad time to go over the 
matter. 
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Q. About how loiiji: did the conference last, if you re- 
nieinbor; A. Oh, I believe it lasted possibly an hour and 
a half, an hour and three-quarters. 

Mr. ^looro: May we have just a moment? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, T hand you Board’s 
Exhibit No. 2^, and ask you if you will examine that and 
then tell mo when you first saw it, if you have seen it before 
todav? 

(Board’s P]xhibit No. 28 was passed to the witness.) 

A. T have never seen this petition except it mip:ht be 
while I was in the hearinji: room, and this mi.G:ht have been 
within my sijjht, but T have never seen it other than that. 

15404 Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, ^Ir. Moore, if I 
may interrupt. Have you ever seen it at any time 

prior to the institution of these hearings? 

The Witness: I have not. 

Q. (By Mr. !^^oore) MTien you saw Mr. Jaime and the 
other employees and Mr. Watkins on April 29, did he or 
anyone else show you any petition with reference to the 
elimination of the incentive system, asking straight pay or 
any other method of compensation? A. They did not, and 
neither did they refer to any petition in Ihcir conversation. 

Q. Did Jaime tell you at that meeting, in words or sub¬ 
stance, “wo have in our possesion the signatures of 90, 
95 per cent, of the chippers”? A. He did not. 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner. The 
witness said he gave us the entire conversation. 

Mr. Moore: I think I have a right to refer to specific 
statements. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; He may answer. 

Tlie Witness: He did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did he ever say that to you in words 
or substance at any time? A. He did not. 

Q. Did any one of the Lower Works chippers or 

15405 any one purporting to represent them, over say that 
to you in words or substance at any time? A. They 

did not. 
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Q. When (lid you first hear of that petition, Board’s Ex- | 
hibit 28; A. Some time during these proceedings. 1 

Q. Weil, now, did you ever have any subsequent confer- | 
cnce with Mr. David Watkins? A. Yes, on April—or rather 
on— 

Q. Let me interrupt you. 

^fr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, it will probably take some 
little time. It is now five minutes before one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You wish to adjourn for lunch? 
Certainlv. Two o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:55 o’clock p.m., a recess was taken 
to 2:00 o’clock p.m.) 


15409 After Recess 

(Whereupon, the hearing was resumed, pursuant to re¬ 
cess, at 2:00 o’clock p.m.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Sidney D. Evans resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I believe I had asked you 
if you had a further conference with Mr. David Watkins; 
I believe you said you had and I had not asked you the date; 
will vou tell us? A. The date of the next conference follow- 
ing the April 29th conference was on May 7th. 

Q. Well, now, will you tell us who were present at that 
conference and what was said, if you remember? A. At 
that conference, in addition to David Watkins, there were 
present Clarence Tressler, John Ignots, Jose Jaime, David 
King, Frank Lucas, I believe that was all. 

Q. ^like Christ? A. Mike Christ, I always forget that 
name. 

M r. Rose: Who ? 

The Witness: Mike Christ. 

15410 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, how did the conference 
come about, if you remember? A. At the previous 

conference I had told the group, that is, as soon as I had 
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had the opportunity of considering the matters which they 
liad brought up, that I would let Mr. Watkins know and 
would arrange for another conference. I am not sure as 
to whether that conference was arranged by telephone the 
day preceding May 7th or possibly two days preceding. 

Q. But it was held on May 7th, and do you remember what 
time of the day? A. At 1:30 in the afternoon. 

Q. Xow, you have told us who were present, will you go 
ahead and tell us what was said? A. Inasmuch as this con¬ 
ference was arranged to give my answers and conclusions 
to the requests which had been made, I began in the same 
order as the requests had been received by discussing the 
request of the chippers for the elimination of the incentive 
method of pay and the substitution therefor of seven dol¬ 
lars a day, or cents per hour. 

I told the group that I had given all these matters very 
careful consideration and that it was necessary for me to 
repeat in this particular case that seventy percent of the 
employees of the plant were working on some form 
15411 of incentive, it was a standard practice in the indus¬ 
try. 

Therefore, I could not agree that there should be a change 
from an incentive method in the case of the chippers to a 
straight hourly rate. 

I said, however, that if there were any suggestions that 
the men had as to a change in the method of incentive, that 
I would be glad to listen to any suggestions that they had 
along that line. 

iMr. Ignots, I believe, said that they were not interested 
in making any suggestions looking toward a change in the 
method, there was only one thing that they were interested 
in, that was seven dollars a day. 

I pointed out or, rather, I said, to the group, that in the 
case of the chippers or, rather, in the case of all employees, 
for that matter, there had been two increases within a pe¬ 
riod of less than six months, one on November 16th, 1936 
and another on ilarch 16, 1937, which amounted to a total 
of 15^2 cents per hour and that the chippers had just re¬ 
cently received an additional one and a half cents per hour, 
making a total of 17 cents in all, and thal the chippers were 
at that time earning about 30 per cent more than they were 
prior to November 16,1936, that they were earning approx- 
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imately, I believe, 37 to 40 per cent more than they 

15412 were in 1929, that is per hour, and that in addition to 
all of this there had been instituted time and a half 

for overtime on March 16tb, which not only applied to over 
eight hours per day, but also applied to over forty hours 
per week, and that while operations were as good as they 
were then, that that meant considerable because most of the 
men were working more than forty hours per week, and 
that on the basis of a full operation, that that meant an 
additional eight per cent on their wages, which, of course, 
would have meant forty-eight per cent or somewhere there¬ 
abouts more than they were earning in ’29. 

15413 Q. When you said operations were as good or bet¬ 
ter than they were then, by the “then” you referred 

to 1929? A. That’s right. I again told them that I could 
see no basis for tlieir claim of higher earnings per hour, 
except that they could make higher earnings per hour by 
making more production per hour, which of course was in 
their hands. 

I told them that we didn’t care how much they made per 
liour as long as their production would justify it on the 
present rates. I believe Mr. Ignots and Mr. Jaime, 1 am 
not sure which, again stated that the men would not be sat¬ 
isfied unless they got seven dollars per day without any in¬ 
centive basis. ]\Ir. Watkins said, well, if we were not will¬ 
ing to eliminate the incentive basis possibly we would be 
willing to increase the incentive rate. I asked Mr. Watkins 
by again saying that the total earnings of the chippers were 
per hour in relation to the base labor rate, was in my opin¬ 
ion a fair proportion, and again cited the fact that it was 
not a skilled trade, which had already been proven in the 
previous conference. 

I then took up the matter of Mr. Tressler’s grievance 
from the 13" and 14" Mills concerning the crane men, and 
told Mr. Tressler that I had investigated the situation in 
regard to the crane men and that there was no rela- 

15414 tion whatever between the duties of a crane man and 
the duties of a controller man on the mill, and that 

in my judgment there was no basis for the crane men in¬ 
sisting that they should earn as much as the controller men. 

Mr. Tressler then said that one of the principal reasons 
why the crane men of the 13" and 14" Mills were dissatis- 
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fled was not so much because they’d compared their wages 
with controller men but that he had compared their wages 
with the crane men on the 1(K' mill, the 10" mill being a 
next door neighbor to the 13" Mill. 

Q. That is in Gautier? A. Yes. I told Mr. Tressler that 
he was well aware of the fact that he had talked to me once 
before about the comparison between the crane men on the 
13" and 14" Mills with that position on the 10" Mill, and 
that he also knew quite well why the crane men on the 10" 
Mill were earning more than the crane men on the 13" 
and 14". 

For the benefit of the rest of the group I told them what 
I had previously told Mr. Tressler, that the 10" Mill was 
paid on a straight tonnage basis. By that I mean that the 
entire basis of their pay was a rate per ton of production 
which had been the practice in all of the Gautier Mills until 
some time during the depression. I cannot presently recall 
just the time, when due to the lack of business and 

15415 the small orders which were received and placed on 
the mills, resulted in a drastic reduction in the tons 

per hour on the 13" and 14" Mills, in a much greater degree 
than it had affected the ten-inch mill and recognizing the 
unusual situation at that time the rates of the 13" and 14" 
^lills were changed from straight tonnage to an hour rate 
plus tonnage with the hour rate being a major portion of 
the pay. 

Since the depression was temporarily over and business 
had again became good and tons per hour had increased on 
both the 13" and 14" Mills, as a group, and the 10" Mill on 
the other hand, the 10" Mill which still had straight tonnage 
rate, naturally, increased in earnings per hour faster than 
the 13" and 14" Mills, with the result that the 10" Mill was 
then earning, all the positions on the 10" Mill were then 
earning a much greater amount than was normal, and the 
13 and 14-Inch Mills were earning at about a normal 
rate. 

15416 I asked Mr. Tressler if he felt that just because a 
certain unit was earning at an abnormally high rate, 

whether that meant that all other units in the plant should 
be increased in proportion? 

Mr. Tresssler said that he couldn’t answer that question 
but still insisted that that was the basis for the dissatisfac¬ 
tion of the men on the 13 and 14 Inch Mills. 
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I asked Mr. Watkins if he felt that when we had a unit 
where the earnings were abnormally high, that justified a 
complaint of another unit who was earning less than that, 
but still their earnings were not below normal, and Mr. 
Watkins said again, as he did in the previous conference, 
that he would have to know more about- it before he could 
consider that question. 

I asked ^Ir. Tressler if he thought that the 13 and 14 
Inch Mills would be satisfied if the 10" Mill rates would be 
reduced so that they would not have that differential ? 

Mr. Tressler said he didn’t think that the 10" Mill men 
would stand for it. I then brought up the question of the 
Wire Plant or, rather, I asked Mr. Watkins whether I should 
make any reply to the Wire Plant grievances, because Mr. 
Sakmar was not present. 

Mr, Watkins said that he would like to have a re- 
15417 ply to it. I then practically repeated what I had said 
in the previous conference in regard to the request 
of the laborers of the Wire Plant for 80 cents an hour, that 
I felt that was out of all reason and proportion, that there 
certainly could be no just basis for such a request. 

I asked Mr. Watkins if he felt that such a request was a 
just one and Mr. Watkins again referred to the fact that 
the labor rate at this plant was lower than certain other 
districts, and I again called his attention to the one plant 
of Carnegie-Illinois located in this district, which had a con¬ 
tract and paid the same labor rate as we did, and Mr. Wat¬ 
kins said that he realized that but that that matter was 
going to be straightened out in the very near future, as far 
as that plant was concerned. 

I told the group that in regards to the other requests 
from the Wire Plajit, that of the millwrights, millwright 
lielpers, and oilers and wire drawers, that I could see no 
justification in any of those requests. I pointed out how 
much of an increase those positions had had over a period 
of the past few years, and Mr. Watkins then said, ‘^Now, 
you have answered all these questions and you will—^we will 
pi-obably have to abide by the answer. I don’t think the 
men will be satisfied. 

1541S “If we only had a contract it would be so much 
easier to handle these matters.” 

I asked Mr, Watkins if he thought that having a contract 
would satisfy all of these men that had asked for these in- 
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creases in rates, whether just the having of a contract would 
make every one in the plant believe that his earnings were 
high enough, and he said that probably was not true, but 
that they would have some method of handling grievances 
and that there would be some provision whereby they could 
take these grievances further, if they cared to. 

He went on to say that he was having a difficult time to 
keep the men in the plant satisfied, and that he did not be¬ 
lieve in strikes, did not want to have a strike, and—^but if he 
only had a contract, that no doubt that would avoid all 
these things. 

15419 I asked Mr. Watkins if he was familiar with the 
situation out around Detroit in the automobile indus¬ 
try where, as I understood it, there had been contracts in 
effect for some months and still they were having—in so far 
as I could remember—the worst situation from the stand¬ 
point of strikes and sit-downs and so forth that had been 
liad in the history of the automobile industry. 

Q. Was anything said to you about any other grievance 
in the 13 or 14-Ineh Mill? A. Yes. I really missed that. A 
matter of the record clerks being paid the same as the fur¬ 
nace recorders. I had investigated that matter and found 
an entirely different situation. 

Q. That is, you told them that ? A. Yes, I told the group 
that I had investigated it and found an entirely different 
situation in the duties of a record clerk and furnace re¬ 
corder, that there was nothing in common, and that I could 
see no basis for any claim that the one position should be 
paid the same as the other. 

Q. Were any further requests made at that meeting, any 
further grievances mentioned, or anything said about any 
other grievances? A. The only thing that was said about 
any other grievances, Mr. Watkins in his talk toward 

15420 the end of the conference referred to the difficulty we 
have had in the car shop, and that he said he had been 

instrumental in getting the men to remain on the job, or to 
refrain from going off the job, or something of that kind. 

Q. Did you at that time ask whether they had any further 
matter to discuss before the conference broke up? A. Yes. 
I asked them if they had anything else to bring up, and 1 
do not recall—in fact, I am sure there was no other griev¬ 
ances brought up at that time. The meeting ended without 
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any arrangement or request for a further meeting, and as 
far as I was concerned, I considered the entire matter 
brought up at those meetings as closed because there was 
no arrangement for a further discussion of them, and the 
meeting ended. 

Q. You had given them definite answers to all the ques¬ 
tions they had asked? A. I had. 

If I may, I would like to add just one thing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go right ahead. 

The Witness: Mr. Watkins said at the end of the meet¬ 
ing that he had gotten the answers and that—especially in 
tliG case of the Wire Plant—that Mr. Sakmar being absent, 
that al] he could do was to report the results of the con¬ 
ference to the lodge meeting which, he said, was 

15421 going to be held on that particular night. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you ever have a confer¬ 
ence with Clarence Tressler, at which John Zeman was 
present, at which a complaint of the chippers was dis¬ 
cussed ? A. I did not. 

Q. Now, did Clarence Tressler ever bring in any petition 
to you with reference to adjustment of wages at any time ? 
A. Yes. I recall one occasion on which Mr. Tressler brought 
soi>ie form of petition or request to me from the employees 
of the 14" Mill. I think that was somewhere around the 
latter part of April or the early part, early in May, 1937. 

Q. That was a petition or request for adjustment of 
wages? A. That is correct. 

Q. Will you explain that to us? A. He came to my office 
that tinie with a request from the employees of the 14" Mill, 
and I asked him first whether the matter had been taken up 
with the department sui)erintendent, and he said that it had 
not, and then I asked him why he was taking up the matter 
for employees of the 14" Mill when I understood that Joseph 
^McNulty was the elected representative for the 14" Mill. 

Q. This then was not an adjustment of his own 

15422 wages that he was seeking? A. No. This was an ad¬ 
justment for some men on the 14" Mill, and Mr, 

Tressler was the employees’ representative of the 13" Mill. 

I told Mr. Tressler that I had understood that several 
years ago the General Body of the Plan of Representation 
iiad voted—^passed a resolution—something of that sort— 
instructing that no representative should take up a griev- 
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ance from the department of another representative with¬ 
out first j^iving the proper representative a chance to han¬ 
dle the matter, and I suggested to Mr. Tressler that he re¬ 
turn this request to Mr. McNulty, and have Mr. McNulty 
handle it in the usual manner. 

Q. What did Mr. Tressler say, if anything? A. ^Ir. Tress¬ 
ler said that he did not believe the employees of the 14" 
ilill wanted ^Ir. McNulty to handle it, and I said that the 
least he could do was to refer it to Mr. McNulty and if Mr. 
McNulty was satisfied for him to handle it then, of course, 
it could be handled in the regular way by going first to his 
superintendent. 

15423 Q. Did he say that it had not been taken up with the 
superintendent before coming to you? A. Yes, he 

did. 

Q. Do you know what happened to the matter after that ? 
A. No, sir, I do not. 

Q. No one came back to yo-u regarding it? A. They did 
not. 

Q. Well, now, you told us about the conference that you 
had with David Watkins and others on May 7th, When did 
you next hear from David Watkins, if you heard from him 
thereafter? A. Some time on the afternoon of May 8th, 
which I believe was a Saturday. I had a call from Mr. 
Watkins at mv home. 

^Ir. Watkins told me that at the lodge meeting of the pre¬ 
vious night that the members present of the lodge had voted 
to request the management of the Cambria Plant to sign a 
contract. He said, “We want you to understand that this 
is not a demand or a threat, but the members would like 
for you to consider this matter and see if you could not 
come to a conclusion in ten days.” 

I told Mr. Watkins that I would be glad to consider it, 
and that was the end of the conversation. 

Q. When you say the lodge, what do you mean? A. I 
mean, the Lodge of the Amalgamated Association, 

15424 or the S. W, 0. C.—whichever its name is—that Mr, 
'Watkins was, I believe, sub-Regional Director of. 

Q. That is, the Local Lodge here in Johnstown? A. Yes; 
that is what I understood Mr. Watkins to mean, that it was 
a meeting of the Local Lodge. 

Q. That was on May 8th, you say? A. That’s right. 
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Q. Now, Mr. Evans, did you attend a meeting of the Gen- I 
eral Body held on May 27, 1937? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. How did you happen to attend that meeting? A. That 
was one of the regular meetings of the General Body, and 
Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough and myself were invited to the 
meeting at some time during the meeting. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough also attend the meet¬ 
ing? A. Yes, they did. 

Q. Did Mr, Ellicott at that meeting say in words or sub¬ 
stance that he thought that all the representatives under the 
Plan, except Mr. Tressler and Mr. Underwood, had done a 
good job of representing? A. He did not. 

^fr. Rose: Mr. Examiner, can’t we have what Mr. Ellicott 
did say? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: These are specific state- 

15425 ments attributed to Mr. Ellicott. It is perfectly 
proper to ask a specific question such as that. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, Mr. Evans, had you 
hoard prior to June 11,1937, of any threat of a strike among 
the employees of the Cambria Plant? A. I had not. 

Q. Had any one purporting to represent the S. W. 0. C., 
that is, the Steel Workers Organizing Committee, or the 
Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers, 
given any definite threat of calling a strike in the steel 
plant? A. They had not. 

Q. That is, prior to June 11th? A. They had not. 

Q. Did you attend a meeting of the General Body under 
the Plan of Employees’ Representation on Friday, June 
11th? A. I did. 

Q. Will you tell me whether any other representatives of 
the company, the Bethlehem Steel Company, were present 
at the meeting? A. Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Hough were pres¬ 
ent. 

Q. How did you happen to be there? A. Mr, Ellicott had 
asked me to request the chairman of the General Body to 
call a special meeting, as he had a matter which he wanted 
to present to them. Therefore, we were invited to 

15426 the meeting at the beginning. 

Q. You made the request of the chairman, and as 
far as you know, the chairman called the meeting? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott speak at the meeting? A. He did. ! 
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Q. Will you tell us as well as you can what he said, and if 
you do not remember the exact words, the substance of what 
he said? A. He said that he had seen in the newspaper of 
that morning, and had been told by the Mayor of the City 
of Johnstown that there would be a strike called in the 
steel plant, a strike made effective in the steel plant at 
eleven p. m. on that day. He described briefly the strike of 
the men of the Conemaugh & Blacklick Railroad of the pre¬ 
vious night at eleven o ’clock, and stated, or said to the rep¬ 
resentatives that he believed that a great ma.iority of the 
men in the plant wanted to work, and it was his intention 
to keep the plant operating just as long as there was suffi¬ 
cient men who wanted to work reporting for work. 

15427 He also said that the Mayor had told him in a 
conversation that morning that while he could be 

nothing but neutral in the issues of the case, that it was 
his intention to see that law and order was preserved, and 
Mr. Ellicott said that he felt that the ^layor would carry 
out that statement, and that law and order would be pre¬ 
served. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott at that meeting or at any other meet¬ 
ing, or at any other time, say in words or substance that 
the representatives were to go out and tell the men that the 
Mayor had promised to have all the protection that he 
would want ? A. He did not, 

Q. But he did tell them, as I understand it, the Mayor 
said he would preserve law and order? A. That is correct. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott at that time or at any other time 
say in words or substance, that the men in the plant prob¬ 
ably would be called out on a strike, which would be noth¬ 
ing more than a s>Tnpathy strike ? A. He did not. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott at that time or at any other time say 
in words or substance that the railroaders were 

15428 striking for a cut rather than a raise? A. He did not. 
I might say he explained—I am no-t sure whether 

it was he or myself explained some of the conditions con¬ 
nected with the railroad strike, but did not make any state¬ 
ment of that kind. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott say at that time or at any other time 
in words or substance that the representatives were to go 
out in the mill and tell the men, those that wanted to work, 
that he had been in conference with Mayor Shields, and 
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that Mayor Shields had promised the men police protec¬ 
tion? A. He did not. 

Q. Well now, still dealing with Friday, June 11, did you 
have anv conference with Mr. XJpdyke that day? A. Yes, 

I did. 

Q. Will you tell us about that conference, how it came 
about, and what was said and done ? A. Following the Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting Mr. Updyke came to my ofiBce and told 
me about a stoppage of work that had occurred in the 
Lower Chippers’ Department on the night before. He told 
me that the men had quit work because of a demand that 
they had made of the superintendent for elimination of the 
incentive method of pay. 

Q. That is, they had quit work the night before? A. I 
believe it was that morning. They quit work that morn¬ 
ing and in fact, it was eleven o’clock that morning, 

15429 for the elimination of the incentive method of pay, j 
and substitution of a straight $7.00 per day, and Mr. 

Updyke told me that he believed that there would have been 
no occasion for a stoppage of work if it had not been for 
certain other men in the department who had influenced the 
men to stop work. He said that he was not in favor of 
stopping work, but that the men had been influenced by 
these other men whom he did not name at that time. I 
told Mr. Updyke— 

Q. Did he say anything as to whether or not he was in 
sympathy with the chippers? A. He did not say anything 
at that time as to the issues in the case. He merely said 
that he was not in favor of stopping work, 

I said to Mr. Updyke that it was a rather serious situa¬ 
tion, and that I was very anxious to know whether the chip¬ 
pers had quit their jobs or whether they were on strike, 
but I had not heard of any strike being called, with the ex¬ 
ception of the statement in the morning newspaper that 
there was to be a strike in the steel plant at eleven o’clock 
that night; but inasmuch as they had stopped work at 
eleven o’clock in the morning, I was interested in knowing 
whether or not they had quit their jobs or were on strike. 

I told Mr. Updyke the reason I wanted to know 

15430 that was because if they had quit their jobs, natur¬ 
ally, we would have to replace them just as soon as 
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possible because we intended to operate the chipping yard 
just as we had intended to opei*ate the whole plant. 

Q. AVell— 

Mr. Rose: Can’t the conversation be finished? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I do not think Mr. Evans was 
fiboished— 

Mr. Moore: I am trying to get a connected story, and I 
might be able to ask questions which would bring in things 
and make it unnecessarv to go back. 

Mr. Rose: The witness is right in the middle of telling 
us a conversation. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that part, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last part of the last answer 
as above set forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Had you finished, Mr. Evans? 
The Witness: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Go ahead. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was Ignots or Jaime or both of 
them present when Updyke was talking to you at that 
time? A. No, they were not. Mr. Updyke was alone. 

Q. Well, what did Updyke do so far as you knew after 
that? A. I suggested to Updyke, following my question as 
to whether they were on strike or had quit their jobs, 

15431 that it might be well to get a few of the chippers to¬ 
gether later that evening, so that I might talk with 

them, so that I might find out just what the difficulty was 
and what the situation was. 

15432 Mr. Updyke said he felt that he could get a few of 
them together, possibly, up to four o’clock that after¬ 
noon, and I said that I would be in my office and if he could 
get a few of them together I would be glad to talk to them. 

Q. Well, did he do that? Did you hear from him or any 
of the others that afternoon? A. Yes, about four o’clock 
that afternoon, I believe it was, Mr. Updyke returned and 
Mr. Jaime, Mr. Ignots and Mr. Christ, I believe. There mav 
have been one more—do not recall his name, if there 
were—came to my office and I asked them what the difficulty 
was. 

Mr. Ignots or Mr. Jaime, I am not sure which, related 
practically the same story as we had in the previous con- 
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ference with Mr. Watkins present, and I discussed the mat¬ 
ter with them right along about the same lines. 

1 then asked the men present whether they had quit their 
jobs or were on strike, I told them that if they had quit 
their jobs we would want to know it so that we could re¬ 
place them. Mr. Ignots said that they had not quit their 
jobs. 

I said to them, “Well, why not go back to work this af¬ 
ternoon, then, and let us discuss this matter further at a 
later time?’’ 

15433 ^fr. Ignots said that there is no use going back to 
work by the afternoon, because while they were not 

on strike at the present time, they would be at eleven o’clock, 
because there was a strike called for eleven o’clock that 
night. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, was there any further discus¬ 
sion, anything that you remember, anything further said? 
A. I do not recall anything further except Mr. Ignots ap¬ 
peared rather angr\’ and I told him that he was hot-headed 
and should learn to hold his temper. 

Q. ^fr. Evans, did you during that conference, the one 
you just referred to, say, in words or in substance, that 
the matter of the ehippers’ alleged grievance had been dis¬ 
cussed at the previous meeting and that the tonnage system 
would be continued ? A. I referred to the discussion at the 
previous meeting and told them again that I could see no 
reason for the elimination of the tonnage system when 70 
per cent of the employees in the plant were working on some 
sort of an incentive. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I am not sure, did 
we have the time fixed at this second meeting? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. He said they came back at about four 
o’clock, and in the morning he asked them if they could 
come back later, and they said four o’clock. 

15434 Trial Examiner Bloom: I was not clear on that. 

Mr. Moore: Perhaps I did not answer correctly. 

Mr. ITpdyke was alone at the first conference, Mr. Exami¬ 
ner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. I was not sure the time 
was correct in the record. 

Q. (By ^fr. Afoore) Did you, Mr. Evans, at that confer¬ 
ence, call Mr. Ignots a radical? A. I did not. 
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Q. Did lie tell you that they wanted a new contract or 
any kind of a contract? A. He did not. 

Q. Did any of the others tell you that? A. They did not. 

Q. Was any mention made of a contract at that meeting? 
A. There was not, 

Q. Did you tell Updyke or anyone else at that confer¬ 
ence, that Bethlehem Steel Company would never sign a 
C. I. 0. contract? A. I did not. The matter was not dis¬ 
cussed. 

Q. Did Tom Updyke ev’er take up a wage grievance with 
you, either under the Representation Plan or otherwise at 
any other time ? A. I do not believe he ever took up 
154.35 a wage grievance with me. 

Q. Did you summon Tom Updyke from that Gen¬ 
eral Body meeting to which you referred? A. I did not. 

Q. How did you get hold of him? A. He came to my 
oflRce following the meeting to tell me of the trouble they 
had had among the chippers. 

Q. Did you say to Tom Updyke on June 11th in words or 
substance, ‘ ‘ What’s the matter with Ignots and Jaime, will 
you get them?’’ A. I did not. 

Q. Well, what did you say with reference to the confer¬ 
ence? A. I suggested to Mr. Updyke that it would be well 
to discuss this matter about the stoppage of work with a 
few of the chippers, if they could reach some of them in 
order that we might know whether the men had quit work 
or were on strike, quit their jobs or were on strike. 

Q. Did Updyke tell you that he thought that Ignots was 
at the C. I. 0. office and that he did not go over there? A. 
He told me that he believed that he could reach Ignots as 
one of the ones that he would like to have in on a con¬ 
ference, but I do not recall that he said where he was. 
1.54.36 Q. Did you say at that meeting on June 11th in 
the presence of Updyke and Christ, Ignots and 
Jaime, or any of them, or at any other time in words or 
substance, ‘‘MHiat was the matter last night, you tempo¬ 
rarily quit your jobs”? A. No, I did not, I asked them 
whether they had quit their jobs or were on a strike. 

Q. Did you say to Updyke on that occasion or on any 
other occasion in words or substance, “This strike is not 
called until eleven o’clock tonight, you can go down and 
work, did you strike”? A. I suggested that they go back 
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to work that afternoon, but I was told by one or more of 
them, that there was no use of going back to work that 
afternoon because there would be on strike—they would be 
on strike at eleven o’clock that night. 

Mr. Moore: Will you read me that question back, please, 
Mr. Reporter? 


(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Words or substance? 

The Reporter: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: That is all I wanted to be sure of, to be 
sure I said “or”. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Evans, during that 

15437 conversation, I mean the conversation at four o’clock 
on June 11th, or at any other time, did you say in 

tlie presence of Tom Updyke in words or in substance, “If 
you’ns fellows don’t want to work down there we can put 
new men down there”? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say anything about that, that is, putting new 
men to work? A. I said that if they had quit their jobs, 
rather than—the reason I wanted to know whether or not 
they had quit their jobs, or were on strike, was that if they 
had quit their jobs we would have to put men in their place 
because we intended to operate these chipping yards the 
same as other, parts of the plant. 

15438 Q. Did you say to Updyke in words or in substance 
that John Ignots was just a common organizer? A. 

I did not. 

Mr. Moore: Will you read the question again, please? 


(The reporter repeated the question as above set forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. ^foore) Had the word, or rather the expres¬ 
sion “common organizer” ever been used in any conversa¬ 
tions between you and Updyke? A. Yes, on a number of 
occasions 'Sir. Updyke referred to John Ignots as a com¬ 
mon organizer. 

Q. Well, did he say anything further? A. Yes, he said 
that he was always trying to sign up men in the union, and 
that is all. 

Q. Did he say an>i;hing about his own attitude toward 
the union as to methods employed by Updyke? A. Yes. 


I 
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Q. Or by Ij^nots, I mean? A. He told me on several oc¬ 
casions that he wouldn’t have anything to do with the union, 
and that Jolni Ignots was continually bothering him and 
bothering other people about the union. 

Q. Well, did you ever encourage Updyke to come 

15439 to you with stories about Ignots’ activities? A. I 
did not. 

^fr. Rose: That is objected to as calling for a conclu¬ 
sion, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let it stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) During that conversation, that is the 
four o’clock conversation with Updyke and the others, or 
at any other time, did you say in the presence of Updyke in 
words or in substance, Well, you go to work at four o’clock, 
the strike ain’t called until eleven tonight”? A. I did not. 

Q. Well, what did you say about going back to work? A. 
T suggested that they go back to work some time that after¬ 
noon and await a further consideration of their particular 
grievance, that was after they had said that they were not 
on strike and had not quit their jobs. 

Q. Did you say to Updyke in words or in substance at 
that time or at any other time when you talked to him, or 
when you saw him later, in the presence of Jaime, Christ 
and Ignots, or on any other occasion, “You know you owe 
rent, you live in a company house”? A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say to Updyke during that conversation on 
June 11th or at any ether time in '.voru.; or in sub- 

15440 stance, “Tom, we always treated you right, treated 
you like a man”? A. I did not. 

Q. Did Updyke during that conversation or at any other 
time say to you in words or in substance, *‘I know I owe 
rent and I am going to pay it”? A. He did not. 

Q. Did you know on June 11th, 1937 that Tom Updyke 
lived in a company house? A. I hadn’t any idea he lived 
in a company house. 

Q. Did John Ignots on that occasion or at any other time 
in your presence say, “We are going to get a signed con¬ 
tract like the Camegie-Hlinois contract”? A. He did not. 

Q. Well now, Mr. Evans, you have told us of a confer¬ 
ence, I think your last conference was with Mr. Watkins, or 
the last conference at which Mr. Watkins was present, was 

on the 8th of Mav? A. 7th of Mav. 

♦ * 
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15441 Q. 7th of May? A. Yes. 

Q. What was the next time that you had any con¬ 
tact with Mr, Watkins, by “next’’, I mean after May 7th? 
A. At about one o’clock, one o’clock in the afternoon on 
Friday, June 11th Mr. Watkins called me by telephone and 
asked me whether or not the company had changed its posi¬ 
tion in regard to a signed contract. 

I told Mr. Watkins that that was a matter which I didn’t 
think was proper to discuss over the telephone and that if 
he wished to discuss that matter with me I would be very 
glad to make an appointment with him for a conference. 

Mr. Watkins said that it was very important that he talk 
to me as soon as possible and I said that the earliest that 
I could see him would be at 4:30 that afternoon and he said 
that he would be there in my office at 4:30. 

Q. Did he come to see you at 4:30? A. Yes, he came to 
the office about 4:35,1 believe, and with him was a man who 
was introduced to me as Joseph Feist. 

Q. Were you told who he was at the time of the introduc¬ 
tion? A. I was not told who he was at that time, but 

15442 I have afterwards learned that he was connected in 
some capacity with the United Mine Workers of 

America. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Evans, do you happen to 
know how to spell that name ? 

The Witness: F-e-i-s-t, I thought I spelled it for him, 
did I not? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) You say his first name was Joseph? 
A. Joseph. 

Q. Will you go ahead and tell us what was said at that 
conference by anyone present? A. Mr. Watkins asked me 
again the same questions as he had asked over the tele¬ 
phone, to which I replied that nothing that he had said up 
to that time in regards to the advantages of a signed con- 
ti’act had convinced me that it would be an advantage to 
the employees and the company and the public, but I would 
be glad to listen to any further arguments that he had in 
regards thereto. 

Mr. Watkins again went over some of the points that he 
had made previously about avoiding a strike—avoiding of 
strikes and having a method of taking care of grievances 
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and referring grievances, particularly in case of wages, to 
some further arbitration than what had been possible, as 
he said, under the present system. 

I told Mr. Watkins that I still hadn’t been able to 

15443 see where certain of the places where signed con¬ 
tracts were in effect had produced the kind of re¬ 
sults which he had stated would be produced and which, of 
course, were desirable. 

He then said, “Well, I’m sorry that it is necessary to 
take this step, but we are going to call a strike in your plant 
at eleven o’clock tonight.” 

I said to Mr. Watkins, “lam sorry to hear you say that 
because we have had such fine relations with our employees 
over a period of years. Wages are the highest that they 
Imve ever been, working conditions, in my opinion, are 
good. I don’t believe that there is any great amount of 
dissatisfaction among the employees as to wages, hours or 
working conditions and I certainly am sorry that you find 
it desirable and necessary to take such a step because we 
want to continue to have those kind of relations with our 
employees.” 

I then said that it appeared to me as though Mr. Watkins 
was calling this strike not because of any dissatisfaction 
of the employees in the steel plant, but because of the rail¬ 
road strike, which had taken place on the previous night. 

Mr. Watkins said, “Well, maybe that is so.” He said 
further, “We have decided that if both of us can’t lick you, 
there is no use of one of us trying.” He further said, 

15444 “That from this time forth you can’t sign a contract 
with us unless you sign one with both the Railroad 

Brotherhoods and ourselves, we will be together from now 
on.” 

I again told Mr. Watkins how sorry I was that he had 
found this step a proper step, in his opinion, and I told him 
tliat of course if certain men didn’t want to work, that was 
their right, but that if certain other men did want to work, 
that was also their right and we felt certain that tlie ma¬ 
jority of the employees in the plant wanted to work. That, 
I believe, was the end of the conference. 

Mr. Feist did not say anything during the conference. 
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Q. Well, now, when he referred to a contract with “both” 
or dealing with bothg to whom did he refer, as yon under¬ 
stood it? 

15445 Mr. Eose; I object to that, Mr. Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Hasn’t he told us that? 

Mr. Moore: Well, he used the word “both” and I wasn’t 
quite sure. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I thought he afterwards ex¬ 
plained that by saying the railroad brotherhood and the— 
go ahead, Mr. Evans. 

The Witness: Well, I think I said in reference to the 
statement that I made to Mr. Watkins, the Railroad 
Brotherhood, but T had understood when he said “both of 
us” that he was referring to the Railroad Brotherhoods and 
the SWOC. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is what I thought— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now was there anyone present at 
that time who purported to represent the Brotherhood? A. 
There was not. 

Q. Well, did Watkins say anything at that time to the 
effect that he had come there to get a contract as a condition 
to the calling off the strike or for any other purpose? A. He 
did not. 

Mr. Rose: I object to that, Mr. Examiner, he told us 
what was said. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will let the answer stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When did you get the first in- 

15446 tiniation or information that there was to be a strike 
among the employees at the Cambria Plant? A. The 

first information that I had on the subject was a newspaper 
article, a new's article in the Johnstown Democrat of June 
11th, the morning of June 11th. 

Q, I show you, Respondents’ Exhibit 98 for Identification 
and ask you if you will point out to me the article, if it is 
there, to which you refer? 

(Respondents’ Exhibit 98 was passed to the witness.) 

A. Shall I read it? 

Q. No, no, can you point it out to me? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What page? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What page is it? A. On page 36. 
Trial Exaim’ner Bloom: Which is the back page? 
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The AVitness: AVhich is the back page, in the first column 
on the left-hand side. (Pointing). 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) This column? A. Two paragraphs. 

Q. This column, and runs a part into the second column, 
does it? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That was prior, as I under- 

15447 stand you, to the conference which you had ^v■ith 
Mr. Watkins? A. That’s correct. 

Q. That is, you read this article in the morning of June 
11th? A. That's right. 

Mr. Rose; Now, I object to that, Mr. Examiner, the wit¬ 
ness has testified to this, I think, several times, it is unneces¬ 
sary for counsel to summarize it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, all right, what’s the differ¬ 
ence, I mean a little emphasis doesn’t make any difference 
one way or the other. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) AVell, up to that time, that is up 
to the time that you read that paper, had you any informa¬ 
tion at all as to whether or not the Amalgamated Associa¬ 
tion had or had not called a strike? A. 1 had not. 

Q. Did you get any information from anyone or any¬ 
where on the morning of June 11th with reference to any 
action calling a strike, or intention to call a strike? A. I 
received no information of any kind except what I read in 
the newspaper. 

Q. Well, what did you read in the newspaper, to what 
do you refer? A. I read in the article commenting on the 
railroad strike which had begun the night before— 

15448 Mr. Rose: Now, I object to this, Mr. Examiner. 
He is testifying to what he read in the newspaper, he 

has already testified that he got the information from a 
newspaper. 

Mr. Moore: I know, but I am asking him with reference 
to— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what is the real objection 
to it, Mr. Rose, what’s the real objection? 

Mr. Rose: I don’t think it is competent. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right, go ahead, finish the 
answer. 

The Witnes.s: —a 'statement attributed to David Watkins 
in which he said that a strike would be called in the steel 
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plant at 11 p. ni, on that night, and also said that they were 
cooperating with the railroad brotherhoods. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, was there anything in the 
paper ^\'ith reference to a meeting to be held by the Amalga¬ 
mated Association or by anyone else? A. Yes, there was 
an advertisement in the same paper directed to the em¬ 
ployees of the Bethlehem Steel Company in which adver¬ 
tisement it was stated that a meeting would be held at 7:30 
p. m. at Moose Hall. 

Q. That evening? A. That evening, at which a 

15449 very important matter would be settled. 

Q. Will you, if you can, point out to me that adver¬ 
tisement in the paper which you have, Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; 98. 

Mr, Moore: 98. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Mr. Moore; That is for identification, of course. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) On what page is it, what column? A. 
It is on the last page, the back page of the newspaper. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The advertisement—oh, yes, 
I see, in the lower right-hand corner. 

The Witness: Lower right-hand corner. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Moore) When did you first learn officially 
that a strike had been called, if you ever learned of¬ 
ficially? 

15450 Mr. Rose: That’s objected to, Mr. Examiner, un¬ 
less we know what is meant by “officially”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you mean by that, Mr. 
Moore, as an officer or as an official of Bethlehem Steel? 

Mr. Moore: No, no, no, certainly not, I mean from 
some one in the union authorized, as it is assumed, to speak 
for the union. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean official notification 
from the union? 

Mr. ^loore: I asked when he learned—yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I wasn’t sure how you were 
using it. 

Mr. Moore: When he learned officially, I mean by that 
someone authorized to speak, that a strike had been called. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you withdraw the objection ? 

Mr. Rose: No, I press the objection. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Overruled. 

The 'Witness: The first I learned of the strike being 
called from anyone in an oflScial capacity for the union, or 
who I thought was in an official capacity for the union, was 
when I had the conference with David "VVatkins at 4:30 p. m. 
on June 11th. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, he did not notify you at that 
time, of course, that a strike had been called? A. No, 

15451 I understood you to ask me when I was first notified 
that a strike—well, I would like to change that—^he 

did notify me that a strike was being called, in other words, 
he did not indicate that there was any particular action left 
in calling the strike, but he made it definite that a strike was 
being called. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, what did he say, Mr, 
Evans ? 

The Witness: He said, “I am sorry to have to advise 
you that we are calling a strike in youi‘«plant at eleven p.m. 
tonight.” 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, after the evening of June 
11th, did you at any time receive any official notice, I mean 
by that, any notice from anyone authorized or in so far as 
you knew, of from any one purporting to speak for the 
union, that is, either the Amalgamated or the Steel Work¬ 
ers Organizing Committee, that a strike had been called? 
A. I did not. 

Q. What information did you receive, if you received any, 
with reference to the strike being called? A. The first I 
learned of any action on the part of the union was by read¬ 
ing the Johnstown Democrat of the morning of June 12th, 
when, that is on the following morning after the strike went 
into effect. 

15452 Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question, 
please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Would that same answer stand with 
reference to a strike being voted? A. Yes. 

Q. Mr. Evans, I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 99 for 
Identification, and ask you if you will point out to me the 
article in that newspaper to which you referred? 
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(Respondents’ Exhibit No. 99 for Identification was 
passed to the witness.) 

A. It is on the last pajje, the back page of the paper, in 
the article in the left-hand column. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Runs over the first two columns, 
does it not, Mr. Evans, part of it? 

The Witness: That’s right, part of the first two columns. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All of the first two columns on the 
left and about half of the second column? A. Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That’s right. 

The Witness: And again, I guess that is sufficient—may 
I have that again, the word “again” stricken, I thought 
there was another place here. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that? 

15453 Mr. Moore: He said “and again”, he asked to 
have the words “and again” stricken out. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. Suppose we take a 
brief recess. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows: 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, you told us about read¬ 
ing newspaper accounts of the voting strike or calling the 
strike, the strike was going to be called, etc.; what, after 
your conference with Mr. Watkins on June 11th, did you 
learn either by seeing or by being told by others with refer¬ 
ence to the strike? A. I was in the office at eleven o’clock on 
the night of June 11th, I was told by superintendents over 
the telephone and by watchmen at the different gates, as 
well as the superintendent in charge of the watchmen that 
there were a good many people at the gates, with particular 
reference to the so-called 13" Mill Gate at Gautier, where I 
understood there was a very large crowd gathered and it 
was very difficult for men to enter or leave the plant. 

Q. How long did you stay in your office that night? A. 
I was in the office until some dme between one and two 
o’clock in the morning. 

15454 Q. That is, the morning of June 12th? A, The 
morning of June 12th. 




7676 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 


Q. I take it you, then, went home; when did you next 
return to the office? A. I returned to the office about six 
o'clock on the morning of June 12th. 

Q. Well, now, tell us what you learned that day from 
official reports coming to you in the regular course? A. It 
was reported to me on Saturday, June 12th, by watchmen 
at the gates and by the superintendent in charge of watch¬ 
men, and also by various superintendents who had gathered 
in the general office at noon on that day for lunch, that there 
were increasing crowds gathered at the gates, but that a 
great majority of the employees had reported for work, 
both on the eleven o’clock turn on the night of June 11th 
and on the seven o’clock turn on the morning of June 12th. 

I was also told that operations had not been affected ma¬ 
terially either on the night of June 11th or on the morning 
of June 12th and that the same number of open hearth fur¬ 
naces were producing steel as had produced steel in the 
previous two or three days and that, generally speaking, 
all through the plant operations were being carried on with 
very little effect. 

Q. In so far as the strike was concerned? A. 
15455 That’s correct. 

Q. That was Saturday? A. Yes. 

Q. How long did you remain in your office on that day? 
A. I believe I was in the office on that day until some tinie 
around midnight or possibly later. 

Q. Well, now, you tell us about Sunday, were the mills 
operating Sunday? A. The regular Sunday schedule was 
in effect on Sunday, June 13th, as had been in effect on pre¬ 
vious Sundays, in other words, aside from the blast furnaces 
and the open hearth steel making units, it had always been 
a practice on Sunday to eliminate operations as inuch as 
possible, especially in the finishing mills and I was told on 
Sunday that the same number of open hearth furnaces were 
in operation as had been in operation over the previous few 
days, and in so far as the coke and iron and steel producing 
units were concerned, that they were operating practically 
normally as they had operated on previous Sundays. 

I was told that on Sunday morning the crowds at Frank¬ 
lin, in particular, had increased and had become more boist¬ 
erous and loud and I was also told on that morning of the 
miners of Industrial Collieries Company, which sup- 
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15456 plies coal to the plant having voted to go out on strike 
in sympathy with the Steel Workers. 

Some time during that day I was also told that the Com¬ 
mercial Mines in this district had received orders to refuse 
to deliver any coal, if they were asked to, to the Bethlehem 
Steel Company, Cambria Plant, and also that they were 
ordered to refuse to deliver coal to any employees of the 
Cambria Plant who remained at work. 

I was also told on that day of some violence which had 
taken place on the afternoon of Saturday. I had reports of 
several men who had been injured. I was told that street 
cars on Sunday were being stopped and in some cases 
windows were being broken and that men were, attempts 
were being made to keep men from getting off the street 
cars. 

15457 Q. What, if any, reports did the superintendents 
make as to operations, of the regular Sunday opera¬ 
tions, whether they were up or down or what? A. The 
superintendents reported at the noon luncheon on Sunday 
that operations were still not affected greatly, and they re¬ 
ported to us that they felt that if conditions did not get any 
worse than they had been, that they could carry on opera¬ 
tions at a very little reduced rate than normal. 

Q. Now, Mr. Evans, to divert for a moment, I do not think 
there is anything in this record—I do not remember any¬ 
thing with reference to Sunday operations. I think, per¬ 
haps, the people over the country do not appreciate why it 
is necessary that there be Sunday operations in the steel 
mills. Will you tell us, briefly, why it is necessary? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to as immaterial. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, it won’t take long. 

The Witness: The different switches considered in the 
steel industry as continuous operating departments are 
the coke ovens and their auxiliaries, blast furnaces and the 
Open Hearth furnaces. It is a regular practice for those 
operations to continue seven days per week, although the 
employees of those departments do not work seven days 
per week. 

1545S In addition to those operations there are times 
when the mills, that is, the semi-finished rolling mills 
which take the steel from the Open Hearth furnaces must 


7678 BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. X.^TL. LABOR KEL. BOARD. 

operate, but further than that, the operations on Sunday 
usually are down. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) AVell, you have called them con¬ 
tinuous operations. Why are they continuous operations? 
A. They are continuous because the nature of the operation 
is such that it would be practically impossible to close theiii 
down entirely, and it would be very impractical and costly 
to close them down even temporarily. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that what is known, possibly, 
as rhythm in the steel? 

The Witness: I never heard it called that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I know they call it that in l!ie 
building industry, keeping the thing going that way. 

Q, (By Mr. Moore) What would happen if you let your 
fires in the coke ovens go out, die down? A. Well, if you 
lot your coke ovens down, and allowed the temperature to 
drop below a certain point, there would bo untold damage 
done to the ovens which would require a rebuilding of them 
before they could be placed in operation again. 

Q. And, I assume, at a considerable cost? A, At 
15459 a very considerable cost. 

Q. Well now, how about the Open Hearth funiaccs 
and the blast furnaces? A. The blast furnaces could be 
shut down for a dav or more at a time bv doing what is 
called in the steel industry banking a blast furnace, but it 
would bo a rather expensive operation because you would 
have to have a certain proportion of the force on the job 
even during a period when the furnace was banked. There¬ 
fore, it has been a practice in the steel industry to run the 
blast furnaces right through seven days a week, as I said 
before. The employees, however, do not work seven days 
per week. They always have sufficient employees so that 
they can be spelled otf on certain days. 

Q. Were you ever present at Mr. Ellicott’s office when he 
had a conference with Sheriff Boyle? A. I was. 

Q. Will vou tell us about when it was? A. You sav when ? 

Q. About when, yes. A. On Sunday morning, June 13th, 
Sheriff Boyle came to Mr. Ellicott’s office and said that he 
wanted to talk over the general situation, and suggested to 
Mr. Ellicott that it would be a good thing to have the Mayor 
present. 
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Mr. Ellicott suggested to the sheriff that it inigiit 

15460 be well if he would call the Mayor, that is, the shorilT 
would call the Mayor, which he did, using the tele¬ 
phone in Mr. Ellicott’s office. This, I believe, was between 
eight and nine o’clock on Sunday morning, and I heard the 
Sheriff talking on the telephone to the Mayor. 

After he was through talking, the Sheriff said that the 
Mayor had been up very late and had not had a great deal 
of sleep that night, and it probably would be a short while 
before he would come over; and furthermore that he had 
not had any breakfast, and I believe during the conversa¬ 
tion that the Sheriff stopped the conversation long enough 
to say this, and Mr. Ellicott suggested that if the Mayor 
had not had breakfast and wanted to come over and have 
breakfast in his office, he would arrange to have it served 
there with the Sheriff being present. 

A short while afterwards— 

15461 Q. Let me ask you. Were anybody else present 
at this— A. No. Mr. Ellicott and the Sheriff and 

myself and I was really in and out. 

Q. Was Mr. Johns present at the time? A. No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What was that name? 

Mr. Moore: I asked if Mr. Johns, Mr. Tom Johns, was 
present. 

The Witness; No, he was not present. Shall I go ahead? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Yes, please. A. Possibly about 
half an hour later the Mayor came to the office and ar¬ 
rangements were made for breakfast, and he sat down and 
ate breakfast in the office. 

There was a discussion in which the Sheriff and the 
iMayor and Mr. Ellicott took part principally. As I said 
before, I was in and out and did not hear the entire con¬ 
versation, but while I was there the Sheriff was talking 
about the conditions in Franklin Boro, and raised a ques¬ 
tion or asked the Mayor whether he thought, the Mayor 
thought, that he could handle the situation in the City of 
Johnstown, to which the Mayor answered that if condi¬ 
tions did not get any worse, any worse than they were, 
that he felt that he could. 

The Sheriff then said that if the Mayor could 

15462 handle the situation in the City of *Tohnstown, he 
would attempt to handle it in the Franklin Boro, and I 
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stated that he had taken on a couple of deputies, and that 
if necessary, that there were some State Police stationed 
at Ebensburg which he could call whenever it was neces¬ 
sary. 

Q. Did Mr. Ellicott express any vie-w of any kind? A. 
Mr. Pjllicott told them that he had made a very careful 
survey of the situation during the previous day and that 
morning and talked with a great number—^with all of the 
superintendents, and that he was satisfied, as he had been 
right along, that the majority of the men wanted to work, 
and that operations could continue without any great re¬ 
duction of operations as long as the men who wanted to 
work would be able to reach their work and leave their 
work, without being subjected to threat, intimidation and 
physical violence. 

He told both the Mayor and the Sheriff that all that he 
could expect was that law and order be maintained, and 
if that was done there would be no difficulty in operating 
the plant. 

Q. That was Sunday morning, June 13th? A. Sunday 
morning, June 13th. 

Q. And in so far as you know, did Sheriff Boyle have 
any other conference with Mr. Ellicott at Mr. Elli- 
15463 cott’s office or elsewhere during the forepart of that 
week, beginning Sunday, June 13th? A. To my 
knowledge. Sheriff Boyle had not been in the general office 
at any time within six months until June 13, 1937. 

Q. And did he, in so far as you know, have any confer¬ 
ence during the early part of that vreek? A. He did not. 

Q. Well, now, did anything else happen on Sunday, June 
13th, in so far as you were concerned, which related to the 
strike? A. Yes, on Sunday, I would say, around noon, it 
was reported to us at the office that the Governor had 
come to town and was making a tour of the gates, looking 
over the situation in connection with the strike. 

A short time after that Mr. Ellicott was invited to a 
meeting over in the Fort Stamrix Hotel, which meeting I 
was afterward invited to by Mr. Ellicott calling me on the 
telephone and asking me to come over. 

Q. Do you know about what time Mr. Ellicott was called 
into the meeting? A. I believe it was around two o’clock 
in the afternoon. 
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Q. You were subsefiiiently called, you said, and did you 
go t A. I did. 

Q. And who were present when you got there? 

15464 A. In addition to the Governor, that is, Governor 
Earle of Pennsylvanda, the Sheriff—Sheriff Boyle 

^\■as present; Mayor Shields; C. W. Jones. He was a Vice- 
President of one of the Railroad Brotherhoods; H. M. Van 
Sant. He was another Vice-President of another Railroad 
Brotherhood; a man by the name of Van Domellier. 

Q. Will you spell it please? A. I vdll do the best I can. 
D-o-m-e-l-l-i-e-r, I believe. 

Q. You say there was a prefix Von? A. Van, Van Do- 
inollicr. 

Q. Two words? A. That is right; and another man by 
the name of Haller. The last two mentioned, I was told, 
were organizers connected with one or more of the Railroad 
Brotherhoods. 

Q. Was Mr. Ellicott also present at that meeting? A. 
Mr. Ellicott was there, 

I was also told that Mr. Watkins had been—that they 
had desired to have Mr. Watkins present at the meeting, 
but they had been unable to locate Mr. Watkins at that time. 

Q. Well, now, did Mr. Ellicott say anything to you, tell 
you anything when you arrived at the conference? A. Mr. 
Ellicott told me that they had been discussing the physical 
situation in connection with the Plant and the gates, 

15465 and the question of possible disturbances and vio¬ 
lence, in the light of what had been going on, and 

what the Governor had witnessed in his trip around, and 
that they had come to a point in the meeting where the 
Governor was starting to ask questions in regard to the 
matter of the cause of the strike, and that as soon as he 
started to ask those kind of questions, that he had called me 
into the meeting because of me having complete charge of 
labor relations matters at the Cambria Plant. 

15466 Shall I go ahead? 

Q. Yes. A. Before there was any other discus¬ 
sion, and as I recall it this was around three o’clock, by 
this time ^Tr. Ellicott was called out of the room to answer 
a telephone call. He afterwards—a short time afterwards 
—came in and called the Sheriff and the Governor out of 
the room. They went into the next room, and the rest of 
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the party remained where they were. I was told after¬ 
wards by Mr. Ellicott that the telephone call which he left 
the room to answer 'w'as a call from the Franklin Upper 
Gate, reporting a riot at that point, which took place sonie- 
where around three o’clock that Sunday afternoon. 

A short time afterwards the three men who had left the 
room returned to the room. 

Q. The three nien who had left the room being who? A. 
Mr. Ellicott, the Sheriff and the Governor. The Governor 
then asked me whether or not his information was correct 
that the steel strike had been caused by the refusal of the 
company to sign a contract. I replied to the Governor that 
the company had not refused to sign a contract. The Gov¬ 
ernor then asked me whether the SWOC had ever proven 
to the company that they had a majority of our em- 

15467 ployees in their organization. I told the Governor 
that they had not, and that in so far as I was con¬ 
cerned, that I had not asked them, and was not particularly 
interested because wo had stated to—that I had stated to 
'Mv. Watkins that I would be glad to meet with him at mu¬ 
tually convenient tiTues, and discuss or negotiate with him 
anything that he desired to discuss. 

The Governor then said that in his experience, all busi¬ 
ness matters should be conducted through written contracts. 
He referred to the fact that he used to be connected vnth a 
sugar company, that sold millions of dollars worth of sugar, 
and he always handled ever\’thing by contract, and that it 
was so much nicer to have a contract, and have peace in 
industr\% than it was to have strikes. 

I told the GoveiTior that according to my information, 
that having a signed contract did not have a great deal of 
beneficial effect on the motor industry, in so far as creating 
peace in industry; that they had had a continual scries 
of strikes, sit-do^\Tis and other things since they had con¬ 
tracts. The Governor replied that that was not in his 
State, and therefore he knew nothing about it. I told the 
Governor it was not in my State either, but I did read the 
papers. 

The Governor then said that labor leaders are op- 

15468 posed to violence, but that it was impossible for them 
to control the situation on picket lines; that when¬ 
ever there was a strike there was bound to be violence. 
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The Governor further said that he would—as Governor 
of the Stale he would have to be neutral and fair in this 
matter. I said that no one could expect the Governor of 
the State to be anything but neutral and fair, and that in 
so far as this i^articular situation was concerned, that all 
that could be expected of the Governor was to see that law 
and order was maintained, and if law and order was main¬ 
tained, that the employees of the Cambria Plant would set¬ 
tle the strike in a fo'.v days; that there wore only a small 
minority of men who wanted to strike, and that the great 
majority of men wanted to work, and that all that was 
necessary to prove that was to see that the men who wanted 
to work be permitted to work, which was their constitu¬ 
tional i*ight to do, without threats, intimidation and bodily 
violence. 

The Governor then said that he would be glad to offer 
his services in any way that they could be used to get at— 
accomplish a settleincnt of this particular situation, and 
would be glad to meet with the parties at any time to try 
to bring about a settlement, and I replied that we were 
always willing and glad to discuss matters relating to our 
employees at any time, with anyone who was inter- 
15460 ested in them. 

Mr. Jones at the end of the meeting said to me 
that “a few days ago you could have settled with the rail¬ 
road brotherhoods, but from this time forth you cannot 
settle with the railroad brotherhoods without settling with 
both the railroad brotherhoods and the SWOC, that they 
are together from this time on.” 

Q. How long did that conversation last, or rather, what 
time, as you remember, did it terminate? A. I think it was 
about four o’clock, possibly, when the—3:45 to 4:00 o’clock, 
when the conference endei 

Q. Did you stay until the conference ended? A. I did. 

Q. "Wliere did you go from the conference? A. Mr. Elli- 
cott and I left the conference at the same time, and I told 
Mr. Ellicott that earlier in the afternoon, while he was at 
the Governor’s conference, and before I arrived, that I had 
received a telephone call fro’n E-everend Stanton, in which 
he had told me that a small group of men were getting to¬ 
gether over at the Fort Stanwix Hotel that afternoon, I 
believe at three o’clock, or something of that kind, and 
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that they had hoped to be able to see the Governor at some 
time during the afternoon, and asked me if I would not go 
to that meeting and tell them just what the situation 

15470 was in regard to operations in the plant. 

I told Mr. Stanton that I doubted very much if I 
could attend, because I possibly would be tied up. I did not 
tell him why,-but I had in mind the possibility of being 
invited into this conference, which I afterwards attended; 
so that as Mr. Ellicott and I left the room, and after I told 
him of this, I said that I was going to stop in the room 
where I had been told the small group of men would be 
gathered, and see what it was that they wanted of me. 

Mr. Ellicott said, “Well, I might as well go along with 
you.” 

So the both of us went to a room on the seventh floor of the 
Fort Stanwix, and there was gathered there a matter of 
four or five men. I don’t remember if I can recall all their 
names, but besides Reverend Stanton there was George 
Fiig, Carl Geis, Mr. Heckman, I believe— 

Q, S. H. Heckman? A. S. H. Heckman, and I believe 
James Foster. T don’t recall whether there was any other 
person or not. There may have been. 

When we arrived, I don’t recall which one of them spoke, 
but they asked what effect the strike had had on the opera¬ 
tions of the plant. Either Mr. Ellicott or I, or both, 

15471 possibly, said that the previous day, and so far on 
this day, Sunday, that operations had not been se¬ 
riously curtailed, and that we were more satisfied than 
ever that a great majority of the men wanted to work, and 
would work, if conditions did not get any worse than they 
had been on the previous day. However^ I said to them, 
“I have just learned that there has been a riot up at Frank¬ 
lin Boro, and have not had an opportunity, as yet, to find 
out how serious it might be.” 

I believe Mr. Stanton said that he had also heard about 
the riot at Franklin Boro. 

Q. Was any action taken at that meeting while you were 
there? A. No, there was not. In fact, we were only there 
a short time. Mr. Ellicott I don’t believe was there any 
more than two or three minutes, and I stayed a short while 
after Mr. Ellicott left. 
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Q. Was anything said about the formation of any or¬ 
ganization or the holding of any further meetings? A. 
There was not. 

Q. Did you or, in so far as you know, anyone, any other 
person representing the company, make any suggestion' 
that that meeting be held? A. They did not. 

15472 Q. Did you at that time have any idea that any 
future meetings would be held? A. I did not. 

Q. In so far as you know, did anyone, any other repre¬ 
sentative of the company have any such idea, or was any 
statement to that effect made to you? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read the question. 

Mr. Moore: I said, in so far as he knew, did anyone 
else have any idea of holding any future meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it—are you withdrawing 
the previous question and rephrasing it? 

Mr. Moore: I wasn’t withdrawing it— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Would you rephrase it. 

Mr. Moore: I will withdraw it. Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did any other 
representative of Bethlehem Steel Company at that time 
have any idea that future meetings were to be held 

15473 by the Citizens’ Committee of Johnstown? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question, 
Mr. Examiner. This man is asked to testify to whether or 
not any man had any idea. 

Mr. Moore: I am asking whether he knew it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer it. 

The Witness: No, they did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) In so far as you know, did any other 
representative of the company suggest, directly or indi¬ 
rectly, that there should be any further meetings? 
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Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question as call¬ 
ing for a conclusion—suggest directly or indirectly— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The 'Witness: Thev did not. 

Q. (By ^fr. ^ioore) Did you suggest directly or indi¬ 
rectly that there be any further meetingf A. I did not. 

Q. Prior to the time of the meeting, perhaps I should say 
prior to the time you left the meeting with the Governor, 
and the meeting with Mr. Stanton and the others, had you 
learned of any intention to hold any other meeting on 
Sunday ? 

Mr. Rose: May I have that read? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 

15474 Q. (By Mr. Moore) (Continuing) By the Citizens 
of Johnstown or any of them. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Rose: I object. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: iMr. Moore, I assume you mean 
in connection with the strike generally? 

c? » 

^fr. Moore: Yes, certainly. I am sorry. Add that. 

^Fr, Rose: I object to the form of the question, ilr. 
Examiner, had he learned of any intention. Does counsel 
mean that somebody had told him? I don’t know— 

Mr. Moore: Learned in any way. I want to know wlie- 
ther he had any information of any kind from any source. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I had not, 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When did you first learn, if you did 
learn, that another meeting was held on Sunday, June 
13th, that had to do with the strike, that is, a meeting of 
Johnstown citizens? A. I read in the Monday local news- 
])aper of some meeting that had been held, I believe, on 
Sunday night, having to do wuth the strike. 

Q. Do you remember where that meeting was held, if 
the paper stated? A. I think it was held at the 

15475 American Legion Home. 

Q. Mr. Evans, prior to the calling of the strike 
on June 11th, did you, or to your knowledge did any other 
representative of Bethlehem Steel Company, or any re])- 
resentative of Bethlehem Steel Corporation, or of any other 
corporation, in whole or in part owned by it, ever discuss 
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with any resident of Johnstown other than persons con¬ 
nected with the company what course of action would be 
followed or should be followed in the event of a strike at 
the Cambria Plant? 

Mr, Rose: I object to the form of that question, Mr. j 
Examiner. ! 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer, 

Mr. Moore: I don’t know what the matter is. Will you 
point out— 

The Witness: They did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, you said you did not— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Didn’t you say they did not, 
or did you? 

The Witness: I said they, the way I understood your 
question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That is, neither you nor any other 
person whom I described, you mean? A. Neither myself 
nor any other person you described discussed the matter. 

Q. In so far as you know, had any such matters, 
lo476 tliat is, what would be done in the event of a strike, 
been discussed at any meeting of the Chamber of 
Commerce? A. It had not. 

Q. Prior to the strike? A. It had not. 

Q. In so far as you know, had the possibility of a steel 
strike ever been mentioned at a meeting of the Chamber of 
Commerce prior to June 11th, 1937? A. It had not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Don’t you want to put a time 
limit on that question, Mr. Aloore? 

Mr. Moore: May I have the question read back, please? 
I don’t quite get your question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think you might want to have 
a time liiuitation placed. I do not know when the Chamber 
of Commerce was first organized— 

^Ir. Moore: May I withdraw the question? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By ^Ir. Moore) Will you tell me, Mr. Evans, whe¬ 
ther in so far as you know at any time, we will say in the 
year 1937, prior to June 11th, or 1936, there was any dis¬ 
cussion at any meetings of the Chamber of Commerce with 
reference to a steel strike in the Cambria Plant? A. There 
was not. 
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Mr. Rose: Mav I ask whether counsel refers, bv 
lo477 meeting, to regular meetings or any kind of meeting:^ 
Mr. Moore: Any kind of meeting. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Did you so understand it, Mr. 
Evans ? 

The AVitness: Yes, sir. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you at any time in the year 
iy37, prio!' to the morning of Friday, June 11th, discuss 
with any one other than a representative of Bethlehem 
Steel Company what action would be taken in the event 
of a strike at the Cambria Plant? A. I did not. 

Q. AVell now, going back a little bit, can you tell me 
what you know about happenings at the gates of the plant 
on Sunday afternoon, or at any of them—that is, in so far 
as they were reported to you by superintendents or watch¬ 
men or others in the regular course of their duty? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that question, Mr. Examiner. . 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What is the particular mate¬ 
riality of this, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think it is very important that we 
show what the mind of this witness was as to the conditions 
of the strike. He was the man in charge of all labor rela¬ 
tions, responsible for what went on from the point 
15478 of view of the company as regards its employees. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVhy can’t we assume 
that Mr. Evans knew of the various events that went on 
at the gales as we have had them described in the record ? 
I think that is a reasonably fair assumption. 

Mr. Aloore: If that may be understood, that is quite 
satisfactory to me. 

Mr. Rose: I, frankly, do not know what that means. 
The point of my objection was that the state of mind of 
the witness was to be determined by his acts, what he said 
and did. 

Mr. Moore: AVell, I am trying to show what this man 
saw and lieard in the line of duty. A man who was on the 
job, as he has shown you, from early morning to late at 
night, and who was constantly in touch with supeilntend- 
ents and watchmen, whose duty it was to keep those lines 
open, and let him know what was going on. Now, we have 
shown pretty fully what did go on at the gates, and during 
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the particular time on Sunday; if it may be understood 
that he was advised of it, it is satisfactory to me. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is that all right? 

-Mr. Kose: That someone advised him of what was 
going onf 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is all. 
l.")4-79 Mr. Kose: The superintendents or watchmen? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Generally. Here you 
have a plant. Mr. Evans is in charge, I think he stated, of 
labor matters, labor relations. Now, as I say, I am willing 
to assume, and I think the record might well show, that 
Mr. Evans j)robably knew what was going on, unquestion¬ 
ably knew the various events that were occurring in Cam¬ 
bria City and at the gates. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. Rose: Yes. It was reported to him what went on, 
in the light of what was reported— 

Mr. Moore: It is more than reported in the ordinary 
sense. The re 2 )Oi 1 s lie received were from men stationed 
around the ])lant, at the gates of the plant, superintend¬ 
ents and watchmen, whose duty it was to report to this 
witness and keep him advised as to what was going on. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be so understood in the 
record. 

Mr. Moore: I e. ’ , * • ■ ded, Mr. Examiner. I 

do not want to take up the time to have the witness recount 
what went on, but if it may be understood that what was 
said with reference to Sunday was also true as to Monday— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I should think so. AVo have 
liad in the record very full testimony as to the vari- 
lo-l-SO ous occurrences, and I would assume that Mr. Evans 
and Air. FOilicott and Mr. Hough, and generally the 
men al the head of the plant here had first-hand informa¬ 
tion as to what was going on. I do not see how it could be 
otherwise. In fact, if it were otherwise I would be very 
much suiqirised. 

Mr. Aloore: AA'ell, I don’t know that the record shows 
what the management heard with reference to the rejiorts 
of the men to the superintendents, in one form or another, 
as to why they were not working, if they were not work¬ 
ing. AFay we have the witness tell us what he knows about 
tliose matters? 
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Trial Exaiiiiuer Bloom: Would you mind repeating that, 
Mr. Reporter? 

Mr. Moore: Just read it, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, I think Mr. Evans can give 
us a brief general description of that without going into 
loo much detail. 

The Witness: On Sunday, Monday and Tuesday the su¬ 
perintendents told us at the noon luncheon meetings that 
they and their foremen were receiving many telephone calls 
trom employees in which they told their foremen or super¬ 
intendent that the reason they were not at work was 
because of the fact that either they themselves had 
been threatened or were afraid to go to work, or that 
their families had been threatened or that their faimiles 
were afraid for them to leave the house—either fearful of 
their safety, that is a man's safety, or of the family’s 
safety, if the man was not there to protect them. 

I also received many telephone calls in the General 
Office from employees stating a similar situation, as well 
as asking that the company do something about it, giving 
protection to the men who wanted to go to work. In fact, 
I received a number of telephone calls in which the em¬ 
ployees severely criticized the company in that it had 
not done something to give the men the protection which 
they felt they were entitled to. 

Q. (By Mr, Moore) Now, did Mr. Bergman give you any 
reports as to information that he had received? A. Yes. 
Mr. Bergman, of course, reported to us periodically during 
the day, both by telephone and face to face in the officio, 
and his reports were along similar lines that he had re¬ 
ceived information from various employees that they were 
afraid to go to work. There were certain sections of the city 
where, it appeared from the reports, that the men were par¬ 
ticularly afraid to leave their houses, their homes. In ad¬ 
dition to these telephone calls and reports I had 
15482 several groups of employees and individual em¬ 
ployees who visited me at the office. 

Q. Now, are you dealing with Monday and Tuesday? A. 
Yes, I am dealing with Monday and Tuesday and Sun- 
dav. 
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Q. Well now, did you have any conferences, or did you at¬ 
tend any conference at all with reference to violence or 
at which violence was discussed, particularly referring to 
Monday? A. I am not sure that I know what you mean. 
You mean, in our own organization? 

Q. No—well, at your own office. Take it in the evening 
of Monday. Was there any major disturbance at any of 
ilie gates on Monday evening? A. Oh, yes. Monday night 
at about eleven o’clock I was in Mr. Ellicott’s office and 
the Mayor had come in a few minutes before that, or pos¬ 
sibly ten or fifteen minutes before that, and a telephone 
call was received from somewhere—I don’t know where— 
in which it was reported that a riot had occurred at the 
Iron Street Gate, and as was first reported two policemen 
had been killed. The Mayor immediately left the office 
and one of the men present—one of our own organi- 

15483 zation, I don’t remember w^ho it was—went over to 
Lee Hospital in order to check, to see whether or 

not it was true that two men were killed, or just what the 
extent of the violence was, or the injuries were. 

Q. Who were present at that conference at Mr. Elli¬ 
cott’s office, except Mr. Ellicott? A. Besides Mr. Ellieott 
arid the Mayor, I think Mr. Roberts was there. 

Q. Mr. Hough? A. Mr. Hough. 

Q. And yourself ? A. And myself. 

15484 Q. Well, now, prior to that, where had you been 
that evening? A. I had attended a meeting earlier, 

possibly 7:30 or eight o’clock, at the Elks Home. 

Q. Now, will you tell us how you happened to go to that 
meeting, and as much as you remember about it? A. Some 
time that Monday afternoon I received a telephone call 
from Reverend Stanton, He told me that there were a 
group of citizens getting together for a meeting at the Elks 
Ilome that night, among which would be a number of min¬ 
isters of the city, who were bringing along with them some 
of their own congregation, as 'well as a number of business 
people, and that it was the intention to discuss at that meet¬ 
ing the question of what the citizens could do to assist in 
the preservation of law and order. 

I told Mr. Stanton that I was not sure as to whether 
I could attend the meeting, but if my situation was such 
at the time of the meeting that I could get away, that I 
would be glad to attend. When that time came— 
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Q. Were you asked to take anyone with you? A. No. 
No, I was not. 

I spoke to Mr. Eliicott a little earlier that evening, earlier 
than the time of the meeting, and told him that if the situa¬ 
tion was such that I could get away without any dif- 

15485 ficulty, I probably would attend the meeting. 

Q. Had you spoken to Mr. Stanton on that day, 
prior to the time he called you on the telephone? A. No, I 
had not. 

Q. Had you discussed with him or any one else on that 
day, prior to the call, the question of preservation of law 
and order? A. I had not. 

Q. Had you discussed with him at any time prior to the 
strike, that question, or anything with reference to the 
preservation of law and order? A. I had not. 

Q. Well, now, will you go ahead and tell us about the 
meeting? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Evans, before you do that, 
suppose we take a very brief recess of about three or four 
minutes. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

15486 Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr, Moore? 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, Mr. Evans, you were 
telling us about the meeting at the Elks Club, you told us of 
the invitation you had received and that you had gone; will 
you go ahead and tell us what took place at that conference, 
particularly what you said, if you said anything? A. There 
were about, somewhere between sixty and seventy men pres¬ 
ent, I would say, a number of whom I recognized. Reverend 
Stanton opened the meeting by saying that he had called 
certain individuals that afternoon and others had been 
called, other individuals, and as a result of those calls this 
meeting had come about. 

He said, to the best of my recollection, that the purpose 
of the meeting was to discuss the local situation which had 
come about as a result of the strike and to crystallize the 
sentiment of the citizens in support of the Mayor who had 
that morning, I believe, issued a proclamation in which he 
had set down certain of his, or set down his position in 
regard to the strike and to the maintenance of law and 
order. 
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That is all that I can remember, substantially, of his talk. 

He said that he thought there should be a chairman elected 
for the group present and asked for nominations for 

15487 chairman and, I believe, Mr. Martin was the only one, 
Francis Martin was the only one nominated and he 

was elected by acclamation. 

Mr. Martin then took charge of the meeting and gave a 
short talk in which he told the group of the conference that 
he attended on the night before, at which time, or at which 
conference, Mr, David Watkins had stated that he could 
not be responsible for any violence that might occur, that 
is about all I recall of Mr. Martin’s talk. 

Q. Did Mr. Martin say where that conference had been 
held? A. He said it had been held at the American Legion. 

Q. That was the meeting to which you referred earlier? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Did you say anything at that meeting? A. Yes, Mr. 
Martin at some time during the meeting asked me if I 
would say a few words and I told the meeting that when 
the strike was declared there were two courses open for 
the company to follow, one was to shut down the plant as 
had been done in some other steel plants that I had heard 
of, and the other was to keep the plant operating as long 
as it was possible to do so. 

I told them that the latter course had been chosen be¬ 
cause of two things, one, that we felt that we owed it to the 
employees who wanted to work, to give them the op- 

15488 portunity to work. 

The second was that we felt that a shutting down 
of the plant would have such a great economic effect on the 
City of Johnstown, and having in mind that the great ma¬ 
jority of the employees wanted to work, that it would not 
be fair to the City of Johnstown to arbitrarily close down 
the plant, just because a strike had been declared. 

I further told the group that I was confident from what 
had already happened in the first day or two of the strike 
that the great majority of the employees wanted to work 
and that if the employees would be given their constitutional 
right to work without threats, intimidation and bodily vio¬ 
lence, that they would automatically settle the strike them¬ 
selves in the course of a few days. 
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I believe that is substantially all that I said at that time, 
or at tliat meetin". 

Q. Well, now, disregarding what Mr. Stanton said to you 
over the telephone, which you have recounted, had any rep¬ 
resentative of Bethlehem Steel Company or Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation in so far as you know prior to the time 
that that meeting was held, discussed the subject of the 
meeting, that is, the maintenance of law and order, 

15489 as I understand you to say, or the holding of the 
meeting, with any person who attended it? A. They 

did not. 

Q. And, as I understand you, the only discussion or com¬ 
munication you had had regarding the meeting was the in¬ 
vitation to attend it which you received from Mr. Stanton, 
is that right? A. That is correct. 

Q. Prior to the time that ^Ir. Stanton called you on the 
telephone, as you have testified, to the best of your knowl¬ 
edge, had there been any previous discussion with respect 
to the meeting in which you or any other representative of 
Bethlehem Steel Company or any representative of Bethle¬ 
hem Steel Corporation had participated? A. There had not 
been. 

0. Was there any person other than yourself at that meet¬ 
ing who was in any way connected with the management 
of Bethlehem Steel Company? A. There was not. 

Q. Or any person in so far as you knew who was in any 
way connected with Bethlehem Steel Corporation? A. 
There was not. 

Q. Can you tell me whether or not any other per- 

15490 sons than ^fr. Stanton and yourself spoke, and Mr. 
Martin, spoke at the meeting? A. Yes, the Mayor 

spoke and Mr. Heckman spoke and Mr, Andrews spoke. 
That is all of the ones that I recall having spoken at that 
meeting besides those mentioned. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not any of the persons 
who spoke at the meeting other than, I think you said, '^fr. 
Martin, had reported that he had been at the meeting at the 
American Legion Home on the previous evening? A. I 
think Mr. Heckman said that he had been at that meeting, 
but T am not absolutely certain. 
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Q. Now, you told us that Mr. Martin was nominated and 
elected, or appointed, chairman of the meeting; did you par¬ 
ticipate in his nomination or election ? A. I did not. 

Q. Were there any other officers of the meeting or of the 
committee nominated or elected at that meeting? A. Mr. 
Lawrence Campbell was made secretary of the meeting, 

I do not recall whether it was by nomination and election 
or by appointment of the Chair. 

Q. Were there any committees appointed at the meeting? 
A. Yes, I recall one committee being appointed by the chair, 
composed, I believe, of D. P. Weimer; A. M. Custer; Rabbi 
Granowitz; Edward McGinley, I believe that was all. 

15491 Q. Was Dr. Nicely appointed? A. Dr. Nicely, 
that’s right. The chair, Mr. Martin, the chairman, 

told this committee that it should contact Mr. Watkins on 
the following day and convey to Mr. Watkins the sense of 
this meeting which, in short, was that he, Mr. Watkins, 
would be held responsible for any violence which took place 
in the city in connection with this strike. 

That, I believe, was the substance of the instructions given 
to tlie committee in that regard, 

Q. Was anything said at that meeting with reference to 
any other meeting? A. Yes, there was a discussion at that 
meeting in regard to holding a much larger meeting later 
in the week and I believe that Friday was chosen as the 
night to hold the larger meeting. 

Q. That is Friday evening of that same week? A. Friday 
evening of the same week. 

Q. Was anything said or done about the registration of j 
those who were present? A. Mr. Campbell, toward the 
end of the meeting, said that in order to have a record of 
those who were present for future use, he would ask each 
one to sign their names on a sheet of paper as it was passed 
through the group and he proceeded to pass several 

15492 sheets of paper through the group there for them to 
sign. 

Q. Did you sign any of the slips? A. I did not. 

Q. "Why not? A. I felt at that time, I still feel, for that 
matter, that if this committee or group was to carry on 
toward its objective, as I understood it, as being the sup- | 
port of law and order, or the support of those who were | 
responsible for seeing that law and order was maintained, j 
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that it would be much better that no representative of the 
company be considered a part of tliat organization so that 
they could carry on their work impartially without taking 
sides in the situation in any way, shape or form, so for that 
reason I felt that it was not proper for me to sign the sheet 
and I also felt that I was there more in the nature of an 
observer than anything else. 

Q. Was anything said at that meeting at the Elks Home 
as to who would be invited to the Friday evening meeting 
of which you spoke ? A. My recollection is that the gro’up 
who were present on this particular night were to invite 
others to come to the meeting on Friday, at least that was 
to be the nucleus of the meeting on Friday. 

Q. Prior to the time you were called upon at the 

15493 meeting to make, I think you said, a few remarks, 
had you any intention of speaking at the meeting^ 

A. Had— 

Mr. Rose: I object to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that. 

Mr. Rose: What difference does it make? 

Mr. Moore: What’s the objection to that? 

^Ir. Rose: What difference does it make what his in¬ 
tentions are? 

!Mr. Moore: Who can better tell what his intentions are? 
Mr. Rose: Well, he did speak at the meeting, what dif¬ 
ference docs it make? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not, in fact I was very much sur¬ 
prised that I was called upon to say anything. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, were you asked at the 
meeting if you had anything to suy? A. I was not, I was 
asked by the chairman to give a few remarks. 

Q. Did you say in words or substance at the meeting that 
you appreciated the effort of the citizens who insisted in 
preserving law and order? A. I did not, 

Q. Did you say in words or substance that ‘^It is 

15494 up to the citizens of Johnstown to give protection to 
the men who wish to work, or who were working”? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Did you say in words or in substance at that meeting 
that tho Bethlehem Steel oflScials were making every effort 
to keep the shops open? A. I did not. 
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Q. Well, now, will you ji:o on to Tuesday and tell us 
about conditions on that day, what was reported to you by 
the superintendents or others as to the affairs in the plant? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, Mr. Moore, as I un¬ 
derstand, Mr. Evans in his previous answer, he took in 
three days, Sunday, Monday and Tuesday, am I correct, 
Mr. Evans? 

The Witness: Well, as I understood the situation— 

Mr, Moore: Well, I wasn’t sure about Tuesday. 

Mr, Rose: I think— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I understood you covered the 
three days; if he hasn’t, then T am simply in error. 

Mr. Rose: I have a note here that you covered Sunday, 
Monday and Tuesday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you recall? 

Mr. Moore: Well, I think it was with reference perhaps 
to violence, conditions at the gates. 

The Witness: That’s right. 

15495 Trial Examiner Bloom: Isn’t that what you are 
presently referring to, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: No, I wasn’t referring particularly to that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, possibly I misunderstood 
your question, then. Read that question, will you, please? 

Mr. Moore: What I was trying to get at is any change 
of conditions at the gates, whether or not fhere had been 
any increase in protective force, etc. 

The Witness: On Tuesday it was reported by superin¬ 
tendents, watchmen, and in other ways, that the number of 
men coming into the plant had been materially reduced on 
the previous day and on Tuesday morning. 

The superintendents reported that there was increased 
evidence of men being afraid to come to work after the 
trouble in Franklin Boro- on Sunday night and the Iron 
Street riot on Monday night. 

It was also reported that some time on Tuesday the 
State Police had been augmented, the force had been aug¬ 
mented, and that they had taken complete charge of the 
situation at the gates and that while crowds were large 
around the gates, there appeared to be considerable im¬ 
provement in the keeping of order. 

Also, during that day, there were quite a number 

15496 of individual employees and several groups of em- 
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ployees who came to the office and insisted that the 
company do something about getting protection for them 
near their homes where they were being threatened. 

Q. You mean by that, that the protection was being 
called for outside of the gates, away from the gates? A. 
That is correct, in other words, the reports that we had 
during the day were that while the situation at the gates 
had materially improved under the activity of the State 
Police, that apparently the activities of certain forces had 
been transferred to other parts of the city and that there 
were so-called fljnng squadrons in automobiles touring the 
city and accosting men who were apparently on their way 
to work, beating them up, and also that the number of 
threats and intimidation at the homes of employees was 
increasing, so that while the condition at the gates had 
materially improved and it appeared quite possible for 
men to enter the plant and leave the plant without a great 
deal of difficulty, that the conditions in the residential 
part of the city were causing a great many men to remain 
away from work. 

Q. Now’, take Wednesday morning, what were the condi¬ 
tions reported to you on the following morning, 
15497 Wednesday, June 16th? A. The conditions reported 
on Wednesday morning w’ere very similar to that of 
Tuesday, that is, that at the gates, the situation seemed to 
be well in hand wdth the State Police, but that in various 
sections of the city there w’as considerable violence and 
threats and intimidation. 

Q. Had anything very unusual happened early that morn¬ 
ing? A. I think it was early that morning that it was re¬ 
ported that a stick of dynamite had been thrown into the 
Gautier Yards and had exploded but had not done a great 
deal of damage. 

Mr. Moore: I think this is a good stopping point. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Before w’e adjourn, there are 
a few’ things that have to be considered. One is the time 
at which w’e will get together tomorrow morning. Is eight 
o’clock agreeable to counsel and to Mr. Evans? 

The Witness: It’s all right with me. 

Mr. Moore: "What compensation do you get for that? 
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I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You get oif at three o’clock. 
Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Eight to two- 
thirty tomorrow -will be the schedule. 

0]ie other thing, an application for a subpoena duces 
tecum was filed vith me yesterday by counsel for 

15498 the respondents. That requests a subpoena for one I 
David J. McDonald. I have considered the applica¬ 
tion and at this time it is denied. 

Mr. Moore: I didn’t get the ruling. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am denying the application 
for a subpoena. 

Mr. Moore: For what reason? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, not for the form, I think 
the form of the application is perfectly proper. I don’t 
think the matters sought to be proven are particularly rele¬ 
vant to these proceedings. 

Mr. Moore: Well, do I have no opportunity to argue 
that point? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, the offer of proof, it 
seems to me, Mr. Moore, sets forth in full what you intend 
to prove and I have considered the matter. If you care 
to argue it I would be glad to afford you an opportunity. 

]\rr. Moore: I would like to argue it, it never occurred 
to me that the application wouldn’t be granted. I would 
like to present an argument tomorrow morning as to why 
that application should be granted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, we will do that to¬ 
morrow morning. Off the record. 

15499 (There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Eight o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:30 o’clock p. m., April 14, 1938, the 
hearing was adjourned until eight o’clock a. m., April 15, 
1938.)' 
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15504 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C-170 
R-177”. 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania. 

Friday, April 15,1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 

to adjournment, at 8:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

.Martin I Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National La¬ 
bor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood) 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 


15505 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come to 
order. 

Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, Mr. Evans, will you please take the 
stand? 

Sidney D. Evans resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, having been previously sworn, 
testified further as follows: 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, last night just as we were 
closing I asked for leave to present arguments as to why 
we thought the contracts called for in the subpoena which 
we requested you issue were pertinent to the issue in this 
case. With your permission I would like to delay present¬ 
ing those until a little bit later in the morning, if that is 
agreeable to you. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Certainly. 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, just before we adjourned 
yesterday afternoon, you had told us of the dynamite ex- 
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plosion on Wednesday morning, that is, June 16th, I think, 
in the Gautier Yards. 

You did not tell us what time that explosion took place, 
what damage was done and what reports you re- 

15506 ceived regarding it; will you tell about those mat- j 
ters ? A. The reports I received in connection with— I 

Q. First, what time did it take place? A. It was re¬ 
ported as happening, I believe, around 1:30 in the morning, 
between one and one-thirty in the morning. There was no 
particular damage done because the explosion took place 
in the Gautier Yard away from the buildings. It was also 
reported that while the ones who were responsible for it 
were not apprehended, that somebody had seen an auto¬ 
mobile driving away from the scene. 

Q. But it never was found out who did it? A, To my 
knowledge, it was not. i 

Q. Well, now, taking up that morning later, will you tell ! 
us what reports you received regarding conditions at the 
gate and elsewhere, which had to do with the operation of 
the Cambria Plant? A. It was reported on Wednesday 
morning in the usual manner of receiving reports from 
tlie various gates and the superintendents that conditions 
at the gates were considerably better. 

The State Police apparently were handling the situation 
in a much more efficient manner and there was not a great 
deal of difficulty in men being able to enter and leave the 
plant. 

It was reported again on Wednesday, however, that 

15507 there was considerable difficulty of men leaving their 
homes in certain sections of the city and many tele¬ 
phone calls continued to come into the office from employees, 
saying that they wanted to work but they could not get to 
their work with any degree of safety. 

Q. Did you receive any personal calls from employees? j 
A. I received a number of personal telephone calls, and I | 
also received visits from some of the employees. 

Q. Well, now, can you tell us some of the visits that par¬ 
ticularly impressed themselves upon your mind? A. I re¬ 
call one case where an employee of the car shop by the 
name of Richard Meade came to my office either on Tues¬ 
day or Wednesday, I am not sure which day, and said that j 
on the previous night he had been scheduled for work and I 
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had started for his work, and due to the conditions up at 
the Franklin Gates, it had been his practice in the first few 
days of the strike to enter the plant at the First Street 
Bridge, which is at the easterly end of the Gautier Plant, 
and from that point to follow the railroad track all the way 
to the car shop, but he said that he started in on this par¬ 
ticular night on, or for, the eleven o’clock shift. 

15508 After he had walked a short distance in from the 
street a spotlight or searchlight flashed upon him, 

coming from the houses across the Little Conemaugh River 
and as the light played upon him a barrage of stones were 
thrown at him from the hillside. He said that he had de¬ 
cided that it was not safe for him to continue along that 
way, so he retraced his steps to the First Street Bridge, 
crossed the bridge and started up Maple Avenue. 

He went up Maple Avenue and reached a point in Wood- 
vale near the coal pile and a crowd of men were gathered 
there and he was accosted at that point and asked where he 
was going and said he was going to work. Several men 
wrestled with him at that point and he escaped from them 
and ran up ^laple Avenue toward the plant. 

He reached the Maple Avenue Bridge and there again 
he came upon a large crowd on the bridge. He further told 
me that he could not get through this crowd, that he was 
completely surrounded and that a number of men told him 
that he could not go to work and that finally somebody put a 
knife at his back and presented a C. I. 0. application card 
to him and insisted that he sign it, which he told me that he 
did and he exhibited to me the stub of the application 

15509 card on which was what was purported to be the 
signature of Joseph Feist. He told me that he had 

been in the army some years ago and that ho would like to 
go out and recruit an army to fight this crowd. 

I told him that I did not think that that was the proper 
thing to do, that violence, if there was to be any, should be 
kept on one side, and I suggested to him that he report his 
case to the Mayor. He left my office with that intention, ac¬ 
cording to him. 

I remember another case along about— 

Q. Just a moment, may I interrupt you there? You said 
that this stub purported to be signed by Joseph Feist. A. 
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It had Joseph Feist’s name written on it with pencil as 
the organizer. 

Q. Who is Joseph Feist, do you know? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He told us about him yesterday. 

Mr. Moore: I was only wondering—strike the question 
out. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Do you know or have you heard of 
any more than one man having the name of Joseph Feist 
who lived anywhere or who was anywhere in this region 
during the strike ? A. I have not. 

Mr. Moore: Now that I have interrupted the wit- j 

15510 ness, he referred to a gate, and back, as you know, in I 
the forepart of the testimony we had a great many ref¬ 
erences to gates. If you think it would be at all helpful I 
will be glad to have marked on this diagram, as we had 
yesterday, as near as we can, the location of the gates and 
then put in evidence smaller plans or drawings of all the 
gates. I have a— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Why not do this, Mr. Moore, 
could you have—it seems to me this probably would not be 
very expensive— 

Mr. Moore: Excuse me, it was not in connection with 
Mr. Evans’ testimony. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, generally, we had so much I 
testimony of these gates I thought we might have photo- ! 
graphs of the diiferent gates. 

^fr. !Moore: I have a complete drawing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: These are accurate drawings? 

^Vlr. Moore: These are made by our Engineering Depart¬ 
ment, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: They are— 

The Witness: They are all drawn to scale. 

Mr. Moore: It was only as a matter of offer of helping, 
that is all, if you think it would be helpful. We can readily 
put in pilotographs, but they won’t show the layout. 

15511 Mr. Rose: I don’t know as we need all that.* 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any harm to it? 

Mr. Rose: No, I have no objection. 

Mr. Moore: This is each one of the gates, and I think 
every gate has been referred to, I am not sure. They were 
gotten up, for my personal use. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom; I, personally, think it would be 
helpful. I know when it comes to reading these records if 
you have a map or diagram or photograph it simplifies mat¬ 
ters considerably. 

^Ir. Moore: As I said, it is merely an offer and we could 
readily have them marked on this plan here by someone. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it would probably be 
easier if you put in something of the kind that you have 
just shown me there, the separate diagrams for each gate, 
or photographs of each gate. 

Mr. Moore: Well, what I meant was— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is a question— 

Mr. ^loore; What I meant was to mark on this large 
plan we had on the wall yesterday. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: WTiere the gates are? 

^Ir. Moore: Yes, and then this shows where the gates 
are. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I think it would be help- 

15512 ful myself. 

Of course I planned to do that, if you want to take 
the Respondents’ Exhibit 186 and have that done, it is per¬ 
fectly agreeable to me. Do you have any objection, Mr. 
Rose? 

Mr. Rose: No. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I suggest, Mr. Moore, that 
where you put the legend that you indicate the names, the 
different names by which each gate is known. You will re¬ 
call that some of them are known by three or four differ¬ 
ent names. 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: And I think it would be very 
helpful. 

Mr. Moore: And then use the same names that are used 
on the small diagrams? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right, Mr. Evans, excuse 

15513 me; will you go ahead? A. Along about that same 
time a group of six employees from the—living in 

the ^lorrellville district, came to my office and told me tliey 
were having a great deal of diflSculty out in their section 
because of automobiles touring the section and attacking 
men on their way to work, and that a great many calls had 
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been made at the houses of employees threatening the fami¬ 
lies if the head of the family went to work. 

These employees insisted that the company should do 
something about it, that they felt that they were entitled 
to protection when they wanted to go to work and asked me 
whether or not the company could not do something to see 
that they were protected. 

I told these men that I felt that the law enforcement 
agencies were doing all that they possibly could, and that 
there was not anything that the company could do in so far 
as giving them any protection was concerned because it was j 
outside of our jurisdiction, and I suggested to them that j 
they go to see the Mayor and lay their problems before him. j 

They left after telling me that they still felt that the com¬ 
pany should do something about it. 

I recall another case, either on Tuesday or Wednesday, 
where an employee of the car shop named Robert Oberdorf 
came to my office exhibiting a black eye and showed 
15514 me various bruises over his arms and his back. 

He told me he was on his way to work the preced¬ 
ing night and he was passing the corner of Main and Adams 
Street, and as he passed by a garage in that vicinity, about 
ten men rushed out and attacked him. He said he was 
knocked to the ground and that some men in an automobile 
came along at that time and helped to get him away from 
the crowd. j 

He continued his walking toward the plant. He got down i 
on Gautier Street, along the Gautier Plant, along near the j 
American House Gate, and there he was again accosted by 
a group of men and told that if he went any further he 
would be killed. 

He said he came back to the 13" Mill Gate entrance, and 
from tliat point he said that he went home. I had already 
received a report from the superintendent of Gautier, and | 
also from our dispensary here on Washington Street in 
regard to this man. The report was that he was found at 
tlie Gautier Gate, just inside of the Gautier Gate, in an 
almost unconscious condition, was given first aid at that 
point, and was sent to the Central Dispensary, and was kept 
there after having been given treatment until three or four 
o’clock in the morning, when he was taken home. 1 
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15515 This man pleaded with me that he needed work, and 
his family needed his support and wanted to know 

what he should do about getting back to work. I told him 
that in his particular condition, because I could see he was 
in a highly nervous condition, that I felt it was better if he 
would wait a few days and see what would develop. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I frankly cannot see 
the particular pertinency of all this. 

Mr. Moore: I do not intend to go very far. I asked Mr. 
Evans to relate a few of the cases that impressed them¬ 
selves on his mind, and he told me about, I think, five. The 
pertinency is this: this was the time of the week when Mr. 
Evans was called into the meeting of the— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Executive Committee. 

Mr. Moore: —Executive Committee, and in which he 
made his offer to the committee of a contribution to be 
used for the purpose of restoring law and order. I do not 
intend to go into it. I only just asked him to pick out some 
that impressed themselves on his mind. He told me five, 
and I would like to have him finish. It would only take a 
few minutes more. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; As I indicated yesterday, I was 
willing to assume that ^Ir. Evans was aware of 

15516 these things, and the record is rather heavy with 
these instances. 

Mr. Moore: But these were instances that were par¬ 
ticularly impressive, as he thought. It will only take a 
couple more minutes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Go ahead. 

The Witness: I recall another case of five or six em¬ 
ployees of the Franklin Blooming Mill came to my oflSce, 
among which I remember the names of a few of them. One 
was Mike Neary; another was William Ewald; one was a 
man by the name of Wilson,—I think his first name was 
William; another by the name of Figura. This man told 
me a verv similar storv to what had been told me bv the 
men from the Morrellville District, and asked me if their 
particular unit was operating or going to be operated on 
that day. I told him—or told them—that if there was suf¬ 
ficient men in the plant on that day to operate the unit, it 
would be operated. They told me that they were going to 
get a l.arge group of men together and go to the plant in 
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a group in order that they might protect themselves. I told | 
them that I saw nothing wrong with that, and it probably | 
was the best thing to do. | 

Those are the principal cases that I recall for the ] 
moment. I 

15517 Q. (By Mr. Moore) All right. Mr. Evans, you | 
referred yesterday to the reading of the Johnstown | 
Democrat, I believe, on the issue of the morning of June 1 
14th, and I think some other issues. Has it been your prac¬ 
tice for a period of time to regularly read the Democrat? 

A. Yes, it has. I have read the Democrat for fifteen years, 

Q. What other papers, if any, do you make it a 
1551S practice of reading, or have you made it a practice? 1 
A. I read regularly, in addition to the Democrat, the ! 
Johnstown Tribune, the Pittsburgh Post Gazette. Those 
are regularly read each day; and very often I read New 
York and Philadelphia newspapers. 

Q. You used the present tense “read”? A. I have read 
over a period of the past 15 years the first three mentioned. 

Q. How thoroughly do you read the newspaper? 

Mr. Rose: I object to this. What difference does it 
make? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Oh, go ahead. Tell us. 

The Witness: I usually read them pretty thoroughly. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, did you read in those papers, 
or any of them, news of other steel strikes that took place 
in the forepart of 1937 ? A. I did. 

Q. Where, if you remember, were the steel strikes? By 
steel strikes, I mean strikes in steel mills other than the 
one here about which you read? A. There were strikes in 
Republic Steel Corporation, Youngstown Sheet & Tube and 
Inland Steel Company in the Ohio and in the Chicago dis¬ 
trict, and also in the Buffalo district. 

15519 Q. Will you tell me, if you know, when the State 
Police first came to Johnstown in June, 1937? A. 

It was reported to me that a small group of State Police 
came to Johnstown some time late on Sunday, June 13th, 
from the Ebensburg Sub-station. I was also told that a 
larger group came on Monday and again on Tuesday they 
were augmented. 
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Q. Do you have any information as to why the police 
was increased, under whose orders the increases took place? 

Mr. Rose: That is objected to. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The one before that, 

(The reporter repeated the preceding question as above 
set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: The question could be answered by a yes 
or no. I wanted to find out whether the witness has any 
information, that is, that we can use as evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: Yes, 1 believe I have authentic informa¬ 
tion on it. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, will you tell us what you have, 
what you know about it? 

15520 Mr. Rose: That is objected to, Mr. Examiner, as 
calling for a conclusion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: On Monday night, after the Iron Street 
riot, a group of citizens gathered in the Mayor ^s office and 
discussed the whole situation, and particularly in the fail¬ 
ure of the State Police to take any particular aggressive 
action in controlling the situation at the gates, and there 
were calls made to both Major Adams and the Governor 
of the State from that meeting, insisting that something be 
done to get the State Police into action, and to increase the 
force, if possible. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That was, you say, after the dif¬ 
ficulty—I forget the word you used— A. Iron Street riot. 

Q. That was Monday, June 14th? A. The meeting, as I 
understand it, occurred possibly after midnight, on Mon¬ 
day night, June 14th. 

Q. That is, the early morning? A. The morning of 
Tuesday. 

Q. June 15th? A, That is right. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I think the record is prettj 
clear as to what the police force of the city of Johnstown 
was at that time, but I would like to ask this witness 
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15521 what he knew about it, merely to show his under¬ 
standing. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, make it general. Omit 
the details. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us, Mr. Evans, what 
you at that time knew with reference to the police force, 
the size of the police force in Johnstown? A. I knew that 
there were not more than about sixty to sixty-five police¬ 
men regularly employed in Johnstown, and that when those 
were divided up in turns and taking out those who neces¬ 
sarily would stay at headquarters, that it was a very small 
force to take care of such a situation as we had here at 
that time. 

Mr. Rose: I object to this man’s conclusions. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) How many turns did the police reg¬ 
ularly work, do you know? A. They regularly worked 
three turns. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: We will take a short recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

15522 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

We will adjourn at eleven o’clock this morning and 
make up the difference in time between eleven and two- 
thirty next Wednesday night, is that agreeable to all coun¬ 
sel? 

Mr. Rose: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moore: Well, how much time? That doesn’t allow 
anything for lunch. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Well, we were going to take half 
an hour for lunch so that means a three-hour session next 
Wednesday. 

Mr. Rose: You said in the hall, Mr. Examiner, eleven 
to two-thirty, so that makes a three hour session. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is a three-hour session Wednes¬ 
day night agreeable to all counsel? 
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Mr. Moore: I was told years ago to always do cheer¬ 
fully what the other fellow made me do. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Now, Mr, Moore, in the words 
of Mr. Rose, Mr. Shawe, Mr. Ford, Mr. Broun and Mr. 
Moore, I resent that. 

Mr. Moore: Well, I call your attention to the fact that I 
said it with a smile on my face. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is quite true. Next Wed¬ 
nesday, then, so that everybody can get off today a little 
early. 

15523 Mr. Moore: Off the record. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, do you know whether or 
not the Citizens’ Committee of Johnstown, the meeting of 
which you described yesterday, had an Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. I learned that they had an Executive Commit¬ 
tee on Wednesday morning, June 16th. 

Q. Did you ever attend a meeting of that committee? A. 
I did on that day. 

Q. Will you tell us about what time was that meeting held ? 
A. I don’t know what time the meeting began, but I re¬ 
ceived a telephone call inviting me to the meeting at about 
between 10:30 and 10:45 in the morning. 

Q. Between the meeting of Monday night at the Elks 
Club, which you have described, and the time you went into 
the Executive Committee meeting, as I understand you, 
did you in response to the invitation have any conversa¬ 
tions ydth any member of the committee or anv officers of 
it? A. I didn’t. 

Q. Now, will you tell us how you happened to go to the 
meeting? A. Somewhere between 10:30 and 10:45 on 

15524 Wednesday morning I received a telephone call from 
Lawrence Campbell. He told me that the Execu¬ 
tive Committee of the Citizens’ Committee was in session 
in his office and asked me if I could come over for a few 
minutes to answer some questions in regard to operations 
and conditions. I told him that I would and possibly within 
the next ten minutes I went to his office. 
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Q. Now, between the time that he called you on the tele¬ 
phone and the time you went to his ofifice did you have any 
conversations of any kind with any members of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee or any other committee of the Citizens’ 
Committee, or with any member in so far as you know of 
the Citizens’ Committee? A. I did not. 

Q. Well now, will you go ahead and tell us what was said, 
what took place, at the meeting? A. I arrived at the meet¬ 
ing, as I said, about ten minutes or fifteen minutes after 
having received a telephone call, and I found a group of 
five or six men in session in Mr. Campbell’s office in the 
Swank Building. 

Q. Tell us who they were. A. Besides Mr, Campbell there 
wore Mr. Francis Martin, Carl Geis, George Fiig, S. H. 
Heckman, I believe that was all that was present. 

15525 Q. Were you told whether, at that time, whether 
or not they made up the Executive Committee? A. 

Well, I was told that over the telephone, that is, Mr. Camp¬ 
bell said the meeting of the Executive Committee of the 
Citizens’ Committee was in session in his office, so I natur¬ 
ally assumed that that was the group when I arrived there. 

Q. Well, my question was a little different than that, do 
you know whether there were any other members of the 
committee who were not present, or were you told that they 
constituted, those five men constituted the Executive Com¬ 
mittee? A. I don’t believe that the question was discussed 
at the meeting except that I understood that it was a meet¬ 
ing of the Executive Committee. 

Q. All right, will you go ahead, then? A. Several mem¬ 
bers of the committee, I don’t recall which ones spoke, asked 
me how the Plan was operating and just what had occurred 
in the way of operations during the past few days. I told 
the committee that on the first two days of the strike that 
operations had not been materially interfered with and that 
on Sunday we had every reason to believe that we going to 
be able to maintain a fairly normal operation. 

I told them further that after the violence of Sun- 

15526 day night and Monday night that a great many em¬ 
ployees had remained away from the plant. I also 

told them, some of the happenings in regard to violence 
that I had had reported to me which I have already related 
in this hearing. I further told them that— 
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Q. Well, right there, you haven’t related all of it, have 
you? 

15527 Trial Examiner Bloom: I think he said some of 
the things, did)i’t ho? 

Mr. Moore: I misunderstood, then. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Some of the things? A. Yes, some 
of it, 

Q. All right, go ahead. A. What I meant to say, if I 
didn’t say it, I related to them occasions of violence and 
reports to me by telephone and otherwise of cases of vio¬ 
lence, some of which I have talked about in this hearing. 

I also told them chat on the previous day, which was Tues¬ 
day, that there apparently had been a change in the atti¬ 
tude of the State Police and that it now appeared that the 
State Police were effectively keeping order at the gates 
which would enable the men to go in and out of the plant 
without a great deal of difficulty. I told them that in spite 
of this improvement, however, that the violent activities 
had been transferred to other sections of the city and that 
the reports that we were receiving indicated that the em¬ 
ployees were having a great deal of difficulty in leaving 
their homes. 

I then told them that having been at their meeting on 
Monday night at the Elks Home, I had gotten the impres¬ 
sion that their objective as a committee was to assist 

15528 in any way they could in the maintenance of law 
and order and a return to normalcy in so far as the 

streets of the city and the gates of the plant were con¬ 
cerned. 

I told them further that I had seen their advertisement 
in the paper that morning in which they had stressed the 
fact that they would do everything in their power to main¬ 
tain law and order and that the company having consid¬ 
erable interest in the city and having always tried to do 
their part in any civic undertaking, that it would be willing 
to contribute to their committee if they needed funds to 
carr>" out their objective, a total, or up to, twenty-five thou¬ 
sand dollars. 

I told them that I assumed that they would be appealing 
for funds and that the company, with its major property in¬ 
terests in the city, would naturally want to be among the 
first to contribute. 
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I believe that Mr. Martin said that they appreciated very 
much his otfer and that they had been discussing the ques¬ 
tion of obtaining funds to carry out their objective and they 
would be glad to accept this offer. 

Q. Was anything said as to how the money was to be 
used? A. I told the eoniinittee at that time that the con¬ 
tribution was being made for the purpose of assisting in 
the maintenance of law and order. 

15529 Q. Do you remember anything else, have you told 
us all that you remember of what was said at the 

meeting during the time while you were there; were any 
votes taken, any action? A. No, there was no action taken 
by the committee at all, I was there only, I would say, ten to 
fifteen minutes during which time I answered their ques¬ 
tions and gave them this short description of the situation 
in the plant and also made this offer. 

As soon as I had made the offer and it had been accepted, 
that is, merely by a statement of Mr. Martin, there was no 
action taken on it while I was there. I left the meeting. In 
other words, I did not take any part in the meeting itself. 

Q. Well, now, did you have anything to do with any other 
contributions to the Citizens’ Committee? In the first place, 
did you make any contributions personally? A. I did. 

15530 Q. Will you tell me what those contributions were, 
or what the contribution was? A. I believe I con¬ 
tributed a total of $75 to the committee. 

Q. Now, did you have anything to do with securing con¬ 
tributions from others? A. Yes. 

Q. Will you tell us what that was? A. On June 30th Mr. 
B. F. Faunce and Mr. Charles Replogle called at my office 
and told me that they were a team in a solicitation campaign 
which the Citizens’ Committee was conducting and that they 
had been assigned to contact men whose contributions they 
thought might be a little above the average, and that they 
wanted to contact our superintendents. 

I have known Mr. Faunce for a great many years, in 
fact, at one time he was a superintendent in our plant. I 
have also known Mr. Replogle for a number of years. Mr. 
Faunce, being familiar with what had been done in the past 
in various campaigns in the city— 

Q. You mean charity campaigns? A. Charity campaigns 
principally, he knew that it had always been the practice for 
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me to approach the superintendents on various kinds of 
charity campaigns and they said that they had very 
15531 little time to spend on this matter, and that it would 
take up a great deal of their time if they attempted 
to reach each superintendent at their homes. They knew 
they could not reach them in the plant. They asked me if 1 
would speak to the superintendents and tell them that the 
committee needed funds and ask them if they would make 
a contribution individually to the committee. I told them 
that to help them out I would be glad to do it and they left 
with me two books which were receipt books made in dup¬ 
licate, and asked me if I would, in getting the contributions, 
fill out those receipts and that they would be back the fol¬ 
lowing day to get whatever returns there were. 

After they left I proceeded to contact the superintendents 
mdividually. I think a few of them were together when I 
contacted certain of them and they made subscriptions to me 
and in a number of cases they did not have the cash avail¬ 
able at that time so T filled out the receipts in the books, 
kept the origi’ial receipt which goes to the contributor and 
had a total of something over, something between, a thou¬ 
sand and eleven hundred dollars in contributions, part of 
which I had in cash and I drew, made an advance from the 
company of a thousand dollars and turned the books back 
to the solicitors on the following day with a total of some¬ 
where around eleven hundred dollars in cash. 

*5532 A short while after that, on different days, these 
superintendenis repaid me the amounts they had sub- 
!»cribed and I afterwards applied that against the advance 
which had been made. 

Q. Did you do any soliciting of contributions for the 
Citizens’ Committee other than that which you have just de¬ 
scribed? A. I did not. 

Q. Would you consider yourself a solicitor for the 
Citizens’ Committee? 

Mr. Rose: I object to that question, I object to the fonn 
of the question, Mr. Examiner; it is incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I don’t know who can say 
whether this witness regarded himself as a solicitor better 
than— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you at any time state to anyone 
that you were a solicitor of contributions for the Citizens’ 
Committee? A. I did not, in fact I told the superintendents 
that Mr. Faunce and Mr. Replogle had been to my office and 
had asked me to do this as a favor to them in order to save 
them time. 

15533 Q. Well, had you indicated a possible similarity 
between what you did in connection with the contri¬ 
butions for the Citizens’ Committee and solicitation on 
other occasions; can you explain that a little more fully? 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that question. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: AVould you rephrase that, 
please, Mr. Moore, I don’t quite understand what you 
mean, you said “indicated”. 

Mr. Moore; Well, he had stated that Mr. Faunce had 
been a superintendent and had known what had been done 
by Mr. Evans in case of other charitable contributions and 
I wished him to give me some of the occasions, some of 
the things that he had in mind when he made that state¬ 
ment. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You mean Mr. Evans made it, 
or Mr. Faunce made it? 

Mr. Moore: Mr. p]vans testified as to what Mr. Faunce 
said and what he understood, what he had himself done 
with reference to the collection of contributions for char¬ 
ity, from the superintendents, in connection with other 
drives or other efforts to collect contributions for charity. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

15534 Mr. Rose: Well, may I state my objections? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Surely. 

Mr. Rose: I think that is immaterial and irrelevant, 
what he had done in connection with other drives. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: In a number of previous instances, dur¬ 
ing campaigns for Community Chests and Red Cross, Flood 
Relief, Boy Scouts and various endeavors of that kind I 
had usually been given the job of soliciting the superin¬ 
tendents, and in a number of instances I did the same as 
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I did in this case, by getting their subscription and in order 
to get it paid over to the proper parties, I advanced a cer¬ 
tain amount to take care of it, and afterwards was repaid 
by the superintendents. 

15535 Q. Now, Mr. Evans, you told us of your offer to 
the Citizens' Committee made to the Executive Com¬ 
mittee at the meeting you attended in the forenoon of 
Wednesday, June 16th. Will you tell us what was done 
by you or by the company in connection with the making, 
the actual making of the contributions which you then of¬ 
fered to make? A. There was nothing done between the 
morning of June 16th and about noon of June 17th. Some¬ 
where around noon of that day, Mr. Francis Martin called 
me on the telephone and said that the committee needed im¬ 
mediately $10,000 of the amount which I had offered to 
them on the previous day. 

I asked him how he would, how he intended to get it, that 
I would have it available, and he said he would come to my 
office for it right away, if that was satisfactory to me. 

I asked him if the committee had appointed or elected a 
treasurer, and he said they had, and I suggested to him 
that he bring the treasurer with him, and he said that he 
would do that; so that a short while after—I don't recall 
just how long, possibly fifteen or twenty minutes—Mr. Mar¬ 
tin came to my office accompanied by Mr. Fulton Connor. 
Mr. Martin told me that Mr. Connor had been made treas¬ 
urer of the Citizens' Committee and I had already 

15536 obtained from our cashier the $10,000. in cash, and 
1 handed it to Mr. Martin and asked him if he would 

just give me a little memorandum receipt for it. 

Q. How did you hand the money to him? In what con¬ 
dition was it? A. It was in a package, and Mr. Martin first 
opened the package and looked through it and wrapped it 
up again and reached for a white pad on my desk and made 
out a receipt which he and Mr. Connor signed. 

There was nothing else said at the meeting except the 
ordinary words that would pass bet-ween us in the making 
of the receipt and the receiving of the money. They left my 
office after being there only a few minutes. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Reporter, may I have Respondents’ 
Exhibit 125? 
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(Thereupon, the reporter produced the exhibit above re- i 

ferred to.) 1 

1 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I am a little puzzled by rea¬ 
son of the fact that the original receipt is not here. 

Trial Examiner Bioom: I do not think that should be 
insurmountable, that is, this is a photostat, of course, of 
the original receipt, 

15537 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr, Evans, I hand you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 125 which, as the Examiner has 

stated, is a photostat of the original receipt, and ask you if | 
that is the receipt to which you referred? A. It is. | 

Q. You recognize the writing, do you? A. I do. | 

Q. Whose handwriting is that? A. Mr. Martin’s. 

Q. All except the signature? A. All except the signature 
of Mr, Connor. 

Q. Of Mr. Connor. Then, I take it that the record will 
show that if the original were showm to the witness— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The same answers would have 
been made. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. Rose: Oh, yes. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Connor say anything while 
he w’as at the office at the time— A. He did not say an\i;hing I 
that I can recall. I 

Q. Did Mr. Martin, either in his telephone conversation | 
with you when he asked you to get the money or while he 
was at your office, say anything about to what use the 
money was to be put? A. He did not. 

15538 Q. Did Mr. Connor at any time before he came to 
your office or while he w'as there state anything with 

reference to the use to which the money was to be put? A. 
He did not. 

Q. When did you first learn anything about w^hat had 
been done with the money? A. The first I learned of what 
had been done with the money w’as during this proceeding 
at Franklin Boro when Mr. Martin testified. 

Mr. Moore: May the record show that that was Septem¬ 
ber— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: September 28th—I think. 

Mr. Moore: It was at the very end of September. 

Mr. Shawe: September 28th is the exact date, I am ' 
sure. 
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15539 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Well, now, Mr. Evans, would 
you tell us what other actual contributions of money 

were made, or payments, on account of the contributions 
you had furnished— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Will you read that, Mr. Par- 
sont, please f 

Mr. Evans is two feet away from you, and I doubt if he 
heard it, either. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Mr. Moore: I withdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you tell us what further paj^- 
ments, if any, you made on account of the contribution you 
had promised to make on June 16th? A. On the following 
day, which was June 18th, the time of day I do not recall, 
Mr. Martin again called me by telephone and told me that 
the committee needed an additional $15,000. I asked him, 
after having told him that it would be available, how he 
would get the money, and he said that he was busy and 
that he would send one of his bank employees over for it 
by the name of Mr. Lewis. 

I was not quite sure that I knew Mr. Lewis and I asked 
him to describe him to me, which he did, and a short while 
afterwards Mr. Lewis came to my office and I had had pre¬ 
pared another package which contained $15,000, and 

15540 I handed it to Mr. Lewis. 

All that Mr. Lewis told me when he came in was 
that Mr. Martin had sent him over for a package, and I 
immediately handed it to him and left the office. 

Q. Did Mr, Lewis say anything while he was in your 
oflSce? A. Merely that Mr. Martin had sent him to my office 
to obtain a package. 

Q. Did you ask Mr. Lewis for a receipt? A. I did not, 
for the reason that— 

Mr. Rose: I object to ‘‘for the reason”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: I did not figure that Mr. Lewis would be 
in a position to give a receipt for the Citizens’ Committee, 
and I intended to ask Mr. ^lartin for a receipt later. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What did you do about getting a 
receipt for the $15,000? A. I asked Mr. Martin some days 
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later for a receipt, and he furnished one which was signed 
by himself and Mr. Connor. 

Mr. Moore: May I see Respondents’ Exhibit 126? 

(The exhibit referred to was produced by the reporter.) 

15541 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Air. Evans, I show you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 126, which is a photostat of the 

original receipt, and ask you if that is the receipt to which 
you have just referred? A. That is the receipt. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It is understood, of course, that 
if the original exhibit were here, Air. Evans would make the 
same statement. 

Is that agreeable? 

Air. Rose: Yes. 

Q. (By Air. Aloore) Now, will you go ahead and tell us 
of any other contributions, If any, or other payments on 
account of contributions? A. The next payment was made 
as a result of a telephone call from Air. Martin on July 9th. 
At that time he called me and said that while he realized 
that the committee had already drawn the full amount of 
what had been promised to them as a contribution by my¬ 
self, that they needed an additional amount which he felt 
would be the final amount, which amount he told me was 
$5,621.25. 

He asked me whether the company would be willing to 
furnish this additional amount in spite of the fact that the 
original contribution had been already paid. I told him 
that we would. I asked him whether he wanted it right 
away, and he said he did. I asked him how he would 

15542 get it, and he said he would send Mr. Griffith from 
the bank down to my office to get it, and a short while 

after that Air. Griffith came, and I handed him a package 
containing $5,621.25. 

Q. Did you know Air. Griffith at that time? A. Yes, I did. 
Q. So that you did not ask Air. Alartin for any descrip¬ 
tion of him, as you had done in the case of Air. Lewis? A. 
No, I did not. 

Q. Did Air. Griffith say anything while he was at your 
office on that occasion? A. He said that Air. Alartin had 
sent him down to my office to get a package. 

Q. Now, did you make any further payments on account 
of the contributions to the Citizens’ Committee? A. 
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15543 On July 2Sth, Mr. Martin called me again by tele¬ 
phone and referred to the previous payment, in 

which he had said he thought that would be the last time, 
and told me that he was sorry to have to ask me again for 
an additional amount, which he understood was positively 
the last, and said that they needed $1,457. to close up their 
paj’inents on certain things that they had used the money 
for; and I told him that we would be willing to give it to 
them, and he came down to my office personally and I gave 
him a package containing $1,457.00. 

Q. Did he at that lime say what the money was to be 
used for? A. He did not. 

Q. Did he at that time, or had he at any time prior to 
that time, told you what any of the money which you had 
previously delivered to him or to his messengers had been 
used for? A. He did not. 

Q. Was anything at any time prior to that date said by 
you or by Mr. Martin as to the use to which the money 
would be put except as you have told us here? A. There 
was not. 

Q. You understand the exception to which I refer? A. 
Yes. You are referring, as I understand it, to the time 
that I offered the $25,000. at the Executive Commit- 

15544 tee meeting for the purpose of maintaining law' and 
order. 

Q, That is right. Now, Mr. Evans, we have dealt w'ith 
the subject of contributions perhaps out of order of dates 
of events. 1 would like to go back now' to Wednesday, June 
16th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, I do not know 
w'hether you asked Mr. Evans one question which, I would 
assume, you had in mind w'hen you referred to those con¬ 
tributions,—did you ask him w’hether these w’ere all the 
contributions he made? I do not recall w’hether you did 
or not, or w’hether you intended to, 

Mr. Moore: No, I did not ask him that question specific¬ 
ally. I understood I had covered the ground so that the 
implication was that that w'as all which he had to do with. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you, Mr. Evans, make any other 
payments to the Citizens Committee? A. I did not. 
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Q. Or any one on account of the contribution which you 
had promised other than those which you described? A. 
I did not. 

15545 Mr. Moore: I started to make a statement, Mr. 
Reporter. Would you read it? 

(The reporter repeated the previous statement as fol¬ 
lows: 

“Now, Mr. Evans, we have dealt with the subject of con¬ 
tributions perhaps out of order of dates of events. I would 
like to go back now to Wednesday, June 16th.'’) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore)—and take up some of the matters 
with which you had to do, and ask you first whether you 
had any conference or conferences with Mr. Ralph M. Ba- 
shore at any time during the week of June 13th? A. Yes. 
I had a conference with Mr. Bashore and several others 
on Friday, June 18th. 

Q. Well now, will you tell us about that conference, how 
it came about, who were present and what was said? A. 
About—in fact, it was noon on Friday, June 18th, while 
I was at lunch. Mr. Roberts received a telephone call from 
John Sullivan of the Governor’s staff who requested or, 
rather, stated first that Mr. Bashore and a group of men 
from the Gt)vc!-nor’s office were in town and that they would 
like to have a conference with me sometime during the 
afternoon. 

When I got back to my office from lunch Mr. Roberts told 
me of this call, and I instructed him to call Mr. Sullivan 
and tell him that I could see Mr. Bashore and his 

15546 party at five o’clock that afternoon. 

Q. Was that Mr, E. L. Roberts, to whom you refer? 

A. Yes. 

Q. All right. Will you go ahead? A. At five o’clock that 
afternoon Mr. Bashore arrived at the office, accompanied 
by Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Ralph Moser, I believe his name 
was, of the Department of Labor of the State. 

Q. Are you sure about his first name? Is it Clarence? A. 
Clarence Moser, that is right; and I believe a man by the 
name of Laventhal, if I remember correctly, 

Q. Do you remember if his li^st name was Jesse? A. 
Jesse Laventhal. I believe he was from the State High- 
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way Department. I am not sure. I think that was all 
that were in the party. 

Mr. Moser, or rather Mr. Bashore was the spokesman. 

Q. Now, just a moment there. When Mr. Bashore and his 
party arrived at the General Office on Friday afternoon, 
to which you have referred, did they ask for Mr. Ellieott, 
do you know? A. No, they did not. 

Q. Were they told that Mr. Ellieott was in conference, 
or busy, and that you would see them? A. They 

15547 were not. 

Mr. Rose: May we have who told him that they 
were told? Does the question refer to what Mr. Evans may 
have said, or— 

Mr. Moore: I was going to have added, “If you know.” 
May I have that inserted physically? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Yes. 

The Witness: They were not. There was no occasion 
for them being told that because they made their appoint¬ 
ment with me. That is, they made their appointment 
through Mr. Roberts with me. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Will you go ahead and describe the 
conference, telling us what was said? A. Mr. Bashore said 
that this group had been delegated by the Governor to 
make an inspection trip of the strike situation in Johns¬ 
town; that he was not there in his capacity as secretary 
of the Department of Labor and Industry which, I believe, 
he is, and that they had been around the gates of the plant 
during the day, made certain observations and there were 
a number of things that they wanted to talk to me about. 

Mr. Bashore first asked whether or not we were keeping 
men in the plant, to which I replied that in a number of in¬ 
stances that we were, and that the reason that they were 
being kept in the plant was because they were afraid 

15548 to leave the plant and go to their homes because of 
the great amount of violence that there had been in 

the city, and a great number of threats that had been made 
against these men. 

Q. What do you mean by “kept in the plant”? A. I 
mean that they were being given their meals in the plant. 
In some instances they were sleeping in the plant, 
lenee that had taken place during the week, and the threats 
Mr, Bashore then said, after I had described the vio- 
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and intimidation which had been carried on, he said, “Is 
the company doing any intimidating”? I told him that I 
did not know of any case where the company was intimi¬ 
dating any men, and that I was quite sure that there were 
no such eases. 

Mr. Bashore then said that he understood that certain 
supei’visory men of the plant had visited homes of the 
strikers and tried to persuade them to go back to work, 
and that in his opinion that was intimidation. 

I told Mr. Bashore that I was quite sure that that was 
not the case, and that any cases where supervisory men had 
contacted employees were cases where the employees had 
indicated in some way that they granted to work, and were 
fearful of going to work, and had told them that the con¬ 
ditions were now so improved that it was safe for them to 
go to w’ork. 

Q. That is, the supervisors, whoever they were, 

15549 had told the employees? A. That is right. I told 
Mr. Bashore that all during the week we had re¬ 
ceived in many ways information from individual em¬ 
ployees in which they indicated that they would be at work 
if they felt that it was safe for them to go. I then asked 
Mr. Bashore whether he thought that contacting employees 
who indicated that they wanted to work, and telling them 
that it was now safe for them to go to work, and that condi¬ 
tions had been improved, and that the State Police had the 
situation under control at the gates, whether that consti¬ 
tuted intimidation compared with striking employees call¬ 
ing at non-striking onployees* homes and threatening the 
non-striking employee and his family with violence if he 
did go to work. 

Mr. Bashore answ'ered and said that he felt that one 
was just as much intimidation as the other. 

Mr. Sullivan asked me if the police protection was satis¬ 
factory, and whether or not the company felt that there 
ought to be additional police protection. 

I told Mr. Sullivan that if he wanted my opinion as to 
the police protection, that the only thing that I could say 
was that as long as there was any violence going on in the 
city, as long as any citizen of the city was prevented from 
walking on the high-ways of the city to his work with- 

15550 without being subjected to physical violence or 




7724 BETH, STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. lABOR REL. BOARD. 

threats, that eertainly there was no sufficient police 
protection because the measure of police protection was 
whether or not there was peace in the community. 

Mr. Moore: Now, just a moment. 'Will you read that 
last statement back? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The reporter may read it off 
the record. We will have a short recess. 

(Thereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were resumed as follows:) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Moore: Will you, Mr. Reporter, read the last part 
of the statement made by Mr. Evans with reference to the 
Bashore conference, in order to pick him up. 

(The reporter repeated the last part of the statement 
as follows: 

“As long as there was any violence going on in the city, 
as long as any citizen of the city was prevented from walk¬ 
ing on the highways of the city to his work without being 
subjected to physical violence or threats, that certainly 
there was not sufficient police protection because the meas¬ 
ure of police protection was whether or not there w’as peace 
in the community.'^) 

15551 A. Mr. Sullivan then asked me whether the com¬ 
pany was requesting additional police protection. I 
told Mr. Sullivan that that was not a matter for the com¬ 
pany to request, that the matter of police protection was 
entirely in the hands of the law enforcement agencies, 
whatever they might be, and that under no conditions would 
the company make such a request. 

Mr. Bashore then said, or asked why we were opposed 
to an election among the employees? I told him that my 
telegram to Mr. Murray was the answer to that. 

Q. To what telegram did you refer? A. The telegram 
which I sent to Mr. Alurray on June 16th. 

Q. Was that telegram which you sent to Mr. Murray on 
June 28th in response to,— A. 16th. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: June 16th, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Moore: June 16th, it was June 16th. Strike that 
out, please, then. 
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Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Shawe, I think you have 
that. 

Mr. Moore: flight I see Board’s Exhibits 54 and 55? 
(Board’s Exhibits 54 and 55 were passed to Mr. Moore.) 

15552 Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I show you 
Board’s Exhibit 55 and ask you if that is the tele¬ 
gram to which you have just referred as the telegram sent 
by you to Mr. Murray, Philip Murray? 

(Board’s Exhibit 55 was passed to the witness.) 

A. It is. 

Q. What was the occasion of your sending that telegram ? 
A. The telegram was sent to Mr. Murray in reply to a 
telegram of the same date which he had sent to Mr. Grace, 
president of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation. 

Q. Mr. Eugene Grace? A. That’s right. 

Q- I show you Board’s Exhibit 54 and ask you if that is 
the telegram to which you referred as having been sent by 
Mr. Murray to Mr. Grace? 

(Board’s Exhibit 54 was passed to the witness.) 

A. That is the same telegram which was referred to me 
from Mr. Grace’s office. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: May I see those, please? 

Mr. Moore: Now this is— 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) This is not the original telegram, 
is it? A. No. 

Q. But a copy of it? A. Copy of it. 

15553 Q. And this copy was received by you from whom? 
A. Well, not this particular copy, I don’t believe, 

but I received a copy of the telegram. 

Q. A copy of the same telegram? A. That’s right. 

Q. From Mr. Grace’s office? A. That’s right. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Moore, go right ahead, un¬ 
less you want these. 

Mr. Moore: No. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) I interrupted you, you were stating 
that when Mr. Bashore asked you a question as to election 
you referred to your answer in the telegram which you 
had sent to Mr. Murray? A. Yes. 
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Q. Will you jro on from that point? A. I don’t recall 
much else that was said at that conference. 

Q. Anythin" re^rdinir that question, you mean, that 
point? A. That’s ri,s:ht. 

Q. Was anything: said about special police? A. Yes, Mr. 
Bashore asked me who was payin" the special police that 
he understood were aetinsr in the city. T told him 

15554 that T did not know who was payin." them, that T 
could only assume that whoever hired them must bo 

payin" them, if they are bein^c: paid. 

Q. Was anythin." stated as to what the special police 
were doinjr, either by vou or them, what kind of work they 
were doinjr? A. Well, durin" the time that he was dis- 
cussinj? the question of intimidation on the part of the com¬ 
pany he did state that he understood that some of these 
special police were calling: at the homes of striking em¬ 
ployees. I told him of course that I knew nothing about 
that 

Q. Was anything said about violence within the plant? 
A. Yes, after I had described the violence that had been 
going on for several days he said that he understood that 
there was violence coming from within the plant, and he 
cited an instance where a bolt had been thro^^’n from within 
the plant into the crowd outside of the plant. I told him 
that I had read about that in the newspaper, but that I was 
quite sure that there were not many cases of violence com¬ 
ing from within the plant. 

I also told him that I had received reports covering many 
cases of violence and had a record of as many as 175 cases 
of individual cases of violence and that that certainly could 
not be compared with one case of somebody throw- 

15555 ing a bolt from inside the plant. 

Q. Now you referred to a question, I think you said 
asked by Mr. Bashore as to the propriety of men repre¬ 
senting the company, foremen, supervisors, whoever they 
might be, contacting men who wanted to work,—what class 
of employees come within that description, I don’t quite 
get the point of his question. 

Mr. Eose: Weil now, I object to the form of that ques¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Read that, please. 
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(The reporter rei^eated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom; Would you rephrase the ques¬ 
tion, please, Mr. Moore? 

Mr. Moore: Well, strike it out then, please. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) When you referred to contacting 
men who wanted to work did you refer to men on strike? 
A. I did not, as 1 have previously stated there were nu¬ 
merous instances of employees getting word to their fore¬ 
men by telephone, even by letters, and through other em¬ 
ployees, stating that they could not get to their jobs and 
asking the foremen to understand that they wanted to work 
and would work just as soon as it was safe for them to 
leave their homes and go to their jobs. These were the 
men that I understood were being contacted and 
15556 were being told that conditions were such that it was 
now safe for them to come to work. 

Mr. Rose: I move to strike the answer, Mr. Examiner, 
on the ground the witness has told us the conversation that 
he had with these men at the conference. 

Mr, Moore: I didn't understand that. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may stand. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you know of any instance where 
a foreman or superintendent was instructed to get in touch 
with men who were on strike? 

Mr. Rose: May I have that read? I didn’t get the fore¬ 
part of it. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Had you heard of any such instance? 
A. I had not. 

Q. Have you heard of any instance where a superintend- | 
ent or foreman had contacted a man who was on strike? A. | 
I had not. j 

Q. Had you heard or did you know of any instances where 
superintendents or foremen contacted employees in order I 
to determine whether they intended to return to work? A. I 
The only instances that I heard of where any supervisory I 
men contacted men in regard to returning to work I 
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15557 were in such cases as I have described where the men 
had indicated that they wanted to come to work as 

soon as it was safe for them to do so. 

Q. Those were eases where it was known to the superin¬ 
tendent or to the foreman before he attempted to make 
the contact that they were not on strike? 

Mr. Rose; I object to that question, Mr. Examiner, the 
witness has told us what he knows, the question is now a 
leading one. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I will sustain the objection. 

Mr. Moore: All right, I will \vithdraw the question. 

Q. (By Mr, Moore) Mr. Evans, did you say at that meet¬ 
ing which you had with Mr. Bashore and the others whose 
names you have given us in words or in substance that yon 
were the industrial relations counsel for the Cambria 
Plant? A. I did not. 

Q. Are you the industrial relations counsel for the Cam¬ 
bria Plant ? A. I am not, 

Q. "Were you at the time of that conference? A. I was 
not. 

Q. Did you say at that meeting in words or in substance 
that officials or agents of the company called upon striking 
employees in or about the City of Johnstown? A. I 

15558 did not, in fact, I said just the opposite, that they 
were not calling on striking employees. 

Q. Did you tell Mr. Bashore or any others present at that 
conference in words or in substance that such officials or 
agents, that is those of Bethlehem Steel Company, per¬ 
suaded or attempted to persuade the striking employees to 
return to the plant? A. I did not; I told them that they 
called upon men who had indicated that they wanted to 
work and would work just as soon as it was safe for them 
to go to their work. 

Q. Did you tell them in words or in substance that such 
officials or agents of the company persuaded or attempted 
to persuade the striking employees to return to the plant, 
guaranteeing them protection to and from their homes? A. 
I did not. 

Q, Did you say to Mr. Bashore in words or in substance 
that you thought it was proper for the company to do that? 
A. I did not, I told Mr, Bashore that I thought it was proper 
for the company to tell the men who had indicated their 
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desire to come back to work that it was safe to work, safe 
to come to work, that it was highly improper for men to 
call upon employees and threaten them if they did go 

15559 back to work. 

Q. Did you say to Mr. Bashore at that conference 
in words or in substance that you thought it was proper for 
strikers to call on non-striking employees at their homes? 
A. I told him that I thought it was improper for striking 
employees to call on non-striking employees and threaten 
them and their families, if they did go to work. 

Q. Well, that is not quite an answer to my question. 

Mr. Moore: Will you read the question, please? 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set 
forth.) 

The Witness: I did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you at that conference make 
any general observations or state, rather, academic ques¬ 
tions as to the right of striking and picketing? A. I did not. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I am not sure you quite under¬ 
stood the question. Head it back, please. 

(The reporter repeated the last question as above set] 
forth.) I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Am I correct, Mr. Moore, that! 
your question has an alternative? I am not quite sure j 
just— 

Mr. Moore: Why, he answered the question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you think he has an- 

15560 swered it? 

Mr. Moore: I think ho has answered it, yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 

Mr. Moore: I mean I think he is clearly saying when 
he answers that way that he did not regard the statements | 
which he made with reference to striking and picketing | 
and general observation— 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I see. 

Mr. Moore: Or academic questions— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Either one or the other? 

Mr. Moore: Either one or the other. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see. 
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Mr. Moore: I am not sure whether I have asked this 
question or not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did Mr. Bashore ask you whether 
or not a representative of the company calling upon a 
striker and guaranteeing him protection was not as much 
intimidation as strikers calling on non-strikers! 

Mr. Kose: I think it was asked. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Well, he may answer it again. 

The Witness: He, in answer to a question of mine, in 
which I said that, or rather I asked him, if he thought that 
supervisors calling upon men who had indicated their de¬ 
sire to work and telling them that it was now safe for them 
to come to work was in his opinion as much intimidation, 
or was intimidation in the same degree as strikers 

15561 calling upon non-strikers and threatening them and 
their families, if the man did go to work, and his 

answer w'as “Yes’' that ho thought it was as much intimi¬ 
dation in either, or in both cases. 

Q. Did Mr. Bashore at that conference offer the services 
of the chief of the Bureau of Mediation of the Department 
of Labor and Industry? A. He did not. 

Q. Did you state at that conference in words or in sub¬ 
stance that you didn’t think that his services were needed 
since you felt that the strike was broken? A. I did not. 

Q. Will you tell us, Mr. Evans, briefly, what the condi¬ 
tions were at the gates on Thursday, June 17th, as they 
were reported to you by superintendents or watchmen in 
the course of their duty? A. It was reported to us during 
Thursday, Thursday evening, that conditions were much 
improved at the gates. The crowds were much smaller and 
entirely under control and that there was a verj' great in¬ 
crease in the number of men coming in to work on Thurs¬ 
day, and that operations in the plant had been increased 
materially. 

It was also reported by the superintendents that they 
had every reason to believe that within a couple of days 
that operations would again be back almost to nor- 

15562 mal. 

Q. Well, what were the reports on Friday with 
reference to the same matters? A. On Friday it was re¬ 
ported that there was again an increase in the number of 
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men reporting for work and operations were stepped u]b 
all along the line throughout the plant. ] 

Q. How about conditions at the gates! A. Condition 
at the gates were still further improving. 

Q. Did you get any reports regarding the picketing? A. 
It was reported during Friday, I believe, that Major Adams 
had set down certain rules in regard to picketing which had 
improved the conditions at the gates mateiially. 

Q. Who was Major Adams? A. Major Adams was iiji 
charge of the State Police. 

Q. Here in Johnstown? A. Here in Johnstown, in faclj 
he was the head of the State Police in the State. 

Q. Were there any reports coming to you as to condi 
tions away from the gates, back around through the cit^ 
and nearer the homes? A. On Thursday and Friday the 
reports were that while there was still a certain amount of 
violence in a number of parts of the city it was considerably 
lessened. | 

Q. On Saturday, June 19th, referring to that datej, 

15563 what were conditions as they were reported to yoii 
by superintendents and watchmen? A. Condition^ 

on Saturday as reported were that operations in the plant 
had gotten back to the best that they had been since th^ 
first day of the strike, and that the superintendents wer^ 
still further convinced that the plant would be in normaj 
operation within a period of a few days. | 

Q. Weil now, what happened on that day, what did yot| 
learn, what was the day to you in connection with youif 
work at the plant? A. On Saturday morning I read in th<^ 
Johnstown Democrat of a threatened declaration of martiaj 
law by the Governor, and a threatened closing of the plan^ 
by the Governor due as it was stated to a threatened inj 
vasion of 40,000 miners which was to take place on Sundayj 
Q. Now what time, do you remember, did you get to youit 
office that morning? A. I think I was at my office that 
morning about seven o ’clock. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Ellicott when 
you arrived there? A. Yes, I had a conversation with Mrj 
Ellicott. I 

Q. Will you tell us what it was? A. He told— I 

15564 Q. —the substance of it. A. He told me of a conJ 
ference had had late the night before and possibly| 
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f )ing over into the early morning of Saturday with Sheriff 
oyle and two other men who were in his oflBce and told me 
of the report which Sheriff Boyle had in regard to the inva¬ 
sion of the miners, and also told me of the Sheriff having 
sent a telegram to the Governor asking for some further 
assistance in connection with that invasion. 

Q. Did you receive any further reports during the day 
regarding the invasion that had been reported in the news¬ 
paper as you have stated, in the morning, anything fur¬ 
ther in the papers that was published later that day! A. 
Well, there was, 1 believe, a special edition of the Demo- 
‘crat was published, possibly somewhere between 10 and 
11 o’clock that morning, in which it was announced rather 
definitely that martial law was being declared in the city, 
and it also reported an exchange of telegrams between the 
Governor and Eugene Grace, president of the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, in which the Governor had requested 
Mr. Grace to close the plant. 

Q. Had you learned anything as to the possibility of 
the alleged march being cancelled? A. About somew-here 
around five o’clock on Saturday afternoon I heard that the 
newspaper, the Johnstown Tribune Publishing Com- 
15565 pany, had received some information in regard to 
a cancellation of the threatened invasion, and I 
walked down to the Tribune Building and there read in 
the window a news release, news notice, whatever it is 
called, to the effect that Governor Earle had requested 
John L. Lewis to cancel the invasion of the miners, and 
John L. Lewis had agreed to do so. 

Q. Did you make any observations during that day with 
reference to the highway patrolmen or State Police? A. 
Shortly after noon of that day I w-as in the office and hear¬ 
ing a great amount of noise outside of the building I went 
to the window and saw a large number of motorcycles and 
automobiles containing State Police and State motor pa¬ 
trolmen and many of them parked their vehicles in the alley 
near the Fort Stanwix Hotel, and also near the Hendler 
Hotel, and a large number of them took possession of the 
parking lot in the rear of our general office on Locust 
Street. 

Q. That Avas about w’hat time of the day, if you remem¬ 
ber? A. Well, that continued for some little time after the 
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noon hour, I don’t recall the exact hours, I would say pos¬ 
sibly after one o’clock, between one and two o’clock. 

Q. Up to that time had you had any contact with or con¬ 
versations with or in so far as you know had Mr. Elli- 
cott had any conversations or contact with any rep- 
15566- resentatives of the Governor regarding the closing 
of the plant? A. We had not. 

Q. What was the first contact which you had or in so far 
as you know, the first contact that Mr. Ellicott had witi 
anyone representing the Governor or the State authorities 
with reference to closing the plant? A. The first contact 
with anyone representing the Governor’s office was at 8:13 
p. m, on Saturday, June 19th. | 

Q. With whom was that contact? A. Colonel Janewajr 
arranged for a conference by telephone at 8:15 p. m. Cold- 
nel Janeway arrived with his party, which consisted o^, 
in addition to the Colonel, Mr. Margiotti, Attorney Genera|l 
of the State, and Mr. Friedman, who I believe was a Dep|- 
uty Attorney General, John Sullivan, who was Assistant 
Secretary to the Governor, and there was one more in thf 
party that I just can’t recall his name at this time. 

Q. Was that Leonard Lindgren? A. Leonard Lindgrenj 

Trial Examiner: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record^ 
after which the following proceedings were had:) | 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. j 

15567 Ten o’clock Monday morning. j 

(Whereupon, at 11 o’clock a. m., April 15th, 1938, ai| 
adjournment was taken to 10:0U o’clock a. m., April 18thi 
1938.) 
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15572 “Caption in Board Case designated as No. C- 
170”. R-177 

Banquet Room, Hendler Hotel, Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 
Monday, April 18, 1938. 

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing pursuant 
to adjournment, at 10:00 o’clock a. m. 

Before: 

Frank Bloom, Trial Examiner. 

Appearances: 

Martin I. Rose, Esq., and Earle K. Shawe, Esq., (Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.), Attorneys on behalf of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Hoyt A. Moore, Esq., E. Fontaine Broun, Esq., and Eu¬ 
gene E. Ford, Esq., (of the firm of Cravath, de Gers- 
dorff, Swaine & Wood), 15 Broad Street, New York, 
N. Y., Attorneys on behalf of the Respondents. 


15573 Proceedings 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The hearing will please come 
to order. 

Mr. Moore: Will you take the stand, please, Mr, Evans? 

Sidney D. Evans resumed the stand as a witness by and 
on behalf of the Respondents, and having been previously 
sworn, testified further as follows: 

Direct Examination (Continued) 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, as we adjourned on Friday, 
I had referred to a conference with Colonel Janeway at 
which Mr. Evans was present. I had simply made refer¬ 
ence to it and before we go on with that conference I would 
like to ask one or two questions of Mr. Evans which I found 
on checking I had omitted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very w’ell, you mean relating 
to other matters? 

Mr. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr, Evans, in so far as you know, 
did Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Hough or any other representative 
of Bethlehenx Steel Company or any representative of 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation meet with any member or 
members of the Citizens’ Committee between the 

15574 meeting of certain citizens that was held on Sunday, 
June 13, 1937 at the Fort Stanwix Hotel and the 

time when the so-called martial law was lifted f A. They 
did not. 

Q. In so far as you know, did any representative of the 
Bethlehem Steel Company other than yourself, or any rep¬ 
resentative of Bethlehem Steel Corporation, have any con¬ 
tact of any sort with that committee at any time? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to unless we know what is 
meant by— 

Mr. Moore: During the period referred to, that is, June 
13, 1937, and the time at which martial law was lifted? 

Mr. Rose: That’s objected to unless we know what is 
meant by “contact”. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: What do you mean by “con¬ 
tact,” Mr. Moore, that is a rather broad word, of course. 

Mr. Moore: Conversations over the telephone and oth¬ 
erwise, any communications of any sort, whether by letter, 
memorandum or otherwise. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Or means—or by means of inter¬ 
mediaries, I assume? 

Air. Moore: Yes. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: You include everything? 

Air. Moore: Any known intermediaries, I intend 

15575 to cover anything. j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Do you withdraw the ob-| 

jection? j 

Air. Rose: Yes, | 

The Witness: They did not. j 

Q. (By Mr. Aloore) You used the word “they”, and I: 
used the word singular “any representative”; you would 
include the singular as well as the plural when you say 
“they”? A. I mean to say no one except myself had any 
contact with them in so far as any representatives of the 
company are concerned. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Pardon me, what was the date 
specified? 
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Mr. Moore: Sunday, June 13th, and the time when 
martial law was lifted. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see, thank you. 

Q. (By Mr, Moore) Well, have you had at any time any 
information to the contrary? A. I have not. 

Mr. Moore: Might I read, Mr. Examiner, off the rec¬ 
ord— 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. ^loore) What other representatives of 
Bethlehem Steel Company, if any, attended the conference 
at 8:15 p. m. on Saturday, June 19, 1937, to which 

15576 you referred as we were closing the hearing on Fri¬ 
day last beside yourself? A. Mr. Ellicott attended 

the conference and J. C. Davies, Attorney Davies, of Johns¬ 
town. 

Q. Mr. Davies was there representing the company as 
counsel, was he? A. That is correct. 

Q. Were you present throughout the conference? A. I 
was. 

15577 Q, Well now, will you go ahead and describe the 
conference to us as well as you can remember it, 

stating what was said by Colonel Janev/ay and others on 
the one side, and you or Mr. Ellicott and Mr. Davies on the 
other? A. Colonel Janeway at the beginning of the con¬ 
ference handed Mr. Ellicott a letter from Governor Earle 
and also a copy of the declaration of martial law. Mr. Elli¬ 
cott read the letter and the copy of the declaration of mar¬ 
tial law and then handed both of them to me to read. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I have the original letter 
from Governor Earle to which Mr. Evans has referred, to 
which was attached a copy of the proclamation of the Gov¬ 
ernor, dated June 19th, 1937, a copy of which is in evidence. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: The proclamation is in evi¬ 
dence. 

Mr. Moore: The proclamation is headed, “proclama¬ 
tion’’; the witness has referred to it, as a declaration. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Does anyone recall that exhibit 
number; do you, Mr. Moore, by any chance? 
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^Ir. Moore: I don’t, I was going to ask what that ex¬ 
hibit number is. 

15578 Trial Examiner Bloom: I assume, Mr. Moore, 
what you want to do, Mr. Moore, is offer the letter 

and merely refer to the proclamation? 

Mr. Moore: That is correct, except that I would like to 
retain the original letter and put in a photostatic copy of 
it, if that is agreeable. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: All right. 

Mr. Moore: It being understood of course that the orig¬ 
inal will also always be available as required by the Board 
or anyone else entitled to see it. 

Mr. Shawe: I have it, 113. 

Mr. Moore: Board’s Exhibit 113? 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Respondents’ Exhibit 113. 

Mr. Moore: 113 Respondents ’. 

Ti’ial Examiner Bloom: May I suggest that you refer 
to the letter by a given exhibit number and then refer to 
the fact that there is attached to it a proclamation identical 
with Respondents’ Exhibit 113? I think the record will be 
clear on that score. 

Mr. Moore: Then shall I have the photostatic copy 
]>'arked? 

Trial Examiner Bloom; I would suggest you have the 
original marked and then substitute the photostat. If oc¬ 
casion should ever require the production of the original 
it would be at once apparent that it was the docu- 

15579 ment that was received in evidence, unless you have 
a particular reason for not wanting the original 

marked. 

Mr. Moore: I would prefer not to have it marked, I 
don't know that it makes any great amount of difference. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mark it on the back, the back 
of the letter. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 187 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I show you Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 187 for Identification and ask you, first, 
whether you have seen those documents before today? 

(Respondents’ E.xhibit 187 for Identification was passed 
to the witness.) 
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A. This was the—^this is— 

Q. Just answer my question. A, Yes, I have. 

Q. When did you first see them ? A. I first saw them on 
Saturday evening at about 8:15 p. in., that is, June 19th, 
1937. 

Q. When Mr. Ellicott handed them to you, as you have 
statedf A. That’s correct. 

Q. And are those the documents to which you referred as 
having been received by Mr. Ellicott from Mr. Jane- 

15580 way? A. That is correct. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I show you Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 113 and ask you if you will compare that with 
the proclamttion or so-called declaration, as you referred 
to it, which was enclosed as you stated with the letter from 
Governor Earle to Mr. Grace, and which is Respondents’ 
Exhibit 187 for Identification? A. I find it to be the same 
as the proclamation which was received from Colonel Jane¬ 
way, as I testified. 

Mr. Moore: Then may it be understood, Mr, Examiner, 
that when I referred to “documents” a few moments ago 
in phrasing a question to Mr. Evans, and referred to a let¬ 
ter dated June 19, 1937 from Governor Earle to Mr. Grace, 
and which has been marked Respondents’ Exhibit 187 for 
Identification, a copy of which is in evidence as Respond¬ 
ents’ 113. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection! 

Mr, Rose; No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom; It may be so understood. 

Mr. Moore: Then, Mr. Examiner, I offer in evi- 

15581 dence Respondents’ Exhibit 187 for Identification 
as Respondents’ Exhibit 187, with the understand¬ 
ing that the proclamation which was enclosed therewith is 
not to be offered in evidence because Respondents’ Exhibit 
113 is the same and will be deemed to be a part of, or to 
have accompanied the letter. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: I see no objection to that pro¬ 
cedure. 
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Mr. Rose; No. That is the testimony as I understood it. I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: That is correct. j 

Mr. Rose: The photostat which is being substituted— I 

Trial Examiner Bloom: No, just consider the original I 
document, please. | 

^Ir. Moore: I have not yet requested the substitution. | 

Mr. Rose: I am sorry. I will withdraw it. No objec¬ 
tion. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well. It may be received 
as Respondents' Exhibit No. 187, Mr. Reporter. You will 
stamp the original on the reverse, and Mr. Moore may sub- [ 
stitute the photostat. i 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked Respond-1 

ents’ Exhibit No. 187 for Identification was marked as Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit No. 187 in evidence.) 

Mr. Moore: Off the record— 

15582 Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(There was a discussion off the record.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, as you have noted, the orig¬ 
inal letter from Governor Earle to Mr. Grace, which is Re- i 
spondents’ Exhibit 187, carries embossed at the top, what | 
I assume is the seal of the State, and below that, embossed, 
the words “Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Governor’s 
Office, Harrisburg,” and also on the left-hand side near 
the top of the letter, the words “The Governor.” That 
the seal and those words being embossed on white paper | 
does, not show up in the photostat. It does not seem to me | 
that they are of any particular importance in the case as a j 
piece of evidence, and therefore I would like to have sub- | 
stituted for the original letter a photostat copy which I 
have, and which does not show that seal and the words em¬ 
bossed. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection? 

Mr. Rose: No objection. Are we on the record? 

Mr. Moore: I intended to be. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: In view of Mr. Moore’s state¬ 
ment which is correct, of course, I do not think it makes 
any substantial difference because this statement, with the 
photostat, shows the exact form. 
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Leave is given to substitute a photostated copy 

15583 for Respondents’ Exhibit No, 187 which the reporter 
will mark Respondents’ Exhibit No. 187. 

(Thereupon, the photostat referred to was marked as 
Respondents’ Exhibit No, 187, in evidence,) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) That letter and its enclosure having 
been delivered to Mr, Ellicott and by him to you, will you 
go ahead with your conference, Mr. Evans? Tell us what 
was said by any one present. A, After having read the 
letter and the proclamation, Colonel Janeway said that 
this was a very unpleasant task which had been assigned 
to him, but that he being a good soldier could do nothing 
but carry out his orders. Mr. Ellicott then asked Colonel 
Janeway if he had seen Mr. Grace’s last telegram to the 
Governor, which had been sent according to his under¬ 
standing that afternoon. 

Upon Colonel Janeway’s— 

Q. Just a moment. Let me show you Exhibit 123, please. 
Mr. Reporter, have you Respondents’ Exhibit 123? 

(Thereupon, the exhibit above referred to was produced 
by the Reporter.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) What reply if any— A. On Colonel 
Janeway saying that he had not seen it, Mr. Ellicott pre¬ 
sented a copy of it to the Colonel, and said that possibly 
the Governor’s orders might be changed or modified after 
the receipt of that telegram, 

15584 Q. I show you Respondents’ Exhibit 123, and ask 
you if that is a copy of the telegram which Mr. Elli¬ 
cott showed to Colonel Janeway, as you have stated? A. 
That is a copy of the telegram to which I referred as hav¬ 
ing been mentioned by Mr. Ellicott. 

Q. Very well, then— A. Colonel Janeway handed the 
telegram to Mr, Friedman and asked Mr. Friedman to read 
it aloud for the benefit of the rest of the party. 

After Mr. Friedman had completed the reading of the 
telegram. Colonel Janeway—or, rather Mr. Margiotti was 
called out of the room for vrhat I understood to be a tele¬ 
phone call from the Governor. The discussion of the mat¬ 
ter was held up pending Mr. Margiotti’s return. After 
he returned to the room he stated that there were no dif- 
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ferent instructions from the Governor in regard to his 
letter which had already been presented. 

I then said to the pai^ that— 

Q. You mean, to those present? A. To those present, 
that I understood that the decision of the Governor to 
declare martial law and to order the closing of the plant 
was based on a threatened invasion of miners—forty thou¬ 
sand, as it had been reported—on the following day, and 
that I had been up at the Tribune office earlier that after¬ 
noon around five o’clock and had seen there posted 

15585 a news release in which it was stated that the Gov¬ 
ernor had persuaded John L. Lewis to cancel the in¬ 
vasion of the miners, and that it seemed to me that if that 
were the reason for declaring martial law and for ordering 
the plant to be closed, that inasmuch as that danger had 
now passed by the cancellation of the invasion, that there 
certainly could be no good reason for closing a plant which 
was operating almost normally, thereby throwing out of 
work thousands of employees who wanted to work. 

Mr. Margiotti replied that possibly the closing of the 
plant was the reason for the cancellation of the inva- 

15586 sion. 

Colonel Janeway then asked Mr. Ellicott just 
what w'as necessary in order to close the plant. That is, 
what procedure he would have to go through from an op¬ 
erating standpoint, and how long it would take, just what 
stops would have to be taken. 

Mr. Ellicott replied that there were a great many things 
to do in the closing of a plant which was in almost normal 
operation, and that the very grave question in the closing 
of a plant was to determine how long it was going to be 
closed; that there is one method, or there was one method 
for closing a plant for a week’s shutdown, and there would 
be an entirely different method for closing it for a month’s 
shutdown; therefore it was very difficult to determine just 
wdiat it would be necessary to do. 

Either Mr. Ellicott or I then said to the group that inas¬ 
much as it was a very difficult matter to work these things 
out, and that we had not had any official notification of the 
threatened closing of the plant, with the exception of ru¬ 
mors in the newspapers up until this meeting, that it cer¬ 
tainly did not appear fair to ask us to make a decision on 
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the closing of the plant on a inoinent’s notice. I told Colo¬ 
nel J'aneway that it certainly was not unreasonable to ask 
for some time to give the matter consideration, and to dis¬ 
cuss the matter among ourselves to determine just 

15587 what could be done, what should be done under the 
circumstances. ^Ir. Margiotti asked me how much 

time I thought would be required. I told him that by noon 
of the following day, which was Sunday, that we should be 
able to have an answer for him. 

John Sullivan, I believe it was, then said that he could 
not see how they could allow any time at ail inasmuch as 
the Governor’s orders were to close the plant forthwith, 
and in so far as they were conceixied that they were not 
carrying out their duties unless they closed the plant forth¬ 
with, or at least got the promise or agreement of the man¬ 
agement to agree to close the plant. In other words, they 
indicated that they were willing to give us some time to 
work out the details of how the plant was to be closed so 
long as we were willing to agree, at that particular time, to 
close the plant. 

Both Mr. Ellicott and myself insisted that it was not a 
fair position to place us in, to even ask us to agree to the 
closing of the plant without being given a reasonable 
amount of time to consider the matter. Colonel Janeway 
again said that he appreciated the position that we were 
in, and that it was a difficult task for him to carry out, but 
being a good soldier, naturally, he had to carry out his 
orders. 

15588 After some further discussion as to the details of 
what was necessary to close a plant such as a steel 

plant, Colonel Janeway said the only thing they could do 
was to report back to the Governor what the results of this 
conference w*ere, and detennine whether or not the Gov¬ 
ernor had any suggestions to make, or any possible changes 
to make in his orders. 

Q. Was anything said at that conference vdth reference 
to am" reply by Governor Earle to the telegram which Mr. 
Grace had sent to the Governor, and which is Respondents' 
Exhibit 123? A. I believe that after Mr. Margiotti came 
back from his telephone conversation, that he indicated 
that no reply had been made, and he did not think that that 
telegram would change the position of the Governor. 
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15589 Q. What, if any explanation, was made to Colonel 
Janeway and the other representatives of the Coml 

inonwealth, as to why it required any length of time ini 
order to shut down the plant? A. Mr. EUicott explained tci 
them that in the closing down of a blast furnace, for exami 
pie, that it is always determined at the time that a blastl 
furnace is closed down, as to how long it is intended td 
keep that blast furnace out of operation, because thd 
method of closing it dawn varies with the length of time it 
is expected that it will be out of operation. | 

He also pointed out the difficulty of closing down a blast 
furnace which was producing ferro manganese which is enj 
tirely different from the closing down of a blast furnacej 
producing iron. The same thing was pointed out with rej 
gard to coke ovens, the difficulty in closing down coke oven^ 
because of the great damage that would be done to th^ 
ovens if they were not kept hot. | 

Q. How long did that conference last, about? A. I bc-| 
lieve the conference lasted possibly an hour. j 

Q. And was anything further said as the representatives 
of the Commonwealth left the conference, by them? A, 
Either Colonel Janeway or Mr. Margiotti, as they left, said 
that they would contact the Governor and asked 

15590 whether I would be in the office further that evening 
and I told them that I would be. 

Q. Did Colonel Janeway and the others in the party whc 
had the conference which you described at 8:15 return 
later that evening, or any of them? A. Yes. The entire 
party returned, I believe, about ten o’clock that evening, 
and I met with them alone. 

Q. Where? A. At our office in the same place as we had 
our previous conference. 

Colonel Janeway said that they had been in contact with 
the Governor and had related to him the conference which 
we had held, and told him of our request for time to con¬ 
sider the matter until noon of the following day, and that 
the Governor had ordered Colonel Janeway to tell the man¬ 
agement that he would allow until 12:30 a. m. Sunday, Jud< 
20th, and that if by that time Colonel Janeway had not re¬ 
ceived from the management its agreement to close the 
plant, that Colonel Janeway was authorized to close the 
plant by force. 
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Q. 'Well, did Colonel Janeway indicate whether he in¬ 
tended to act in accordance with that authority? A. Yes. 
He said veiy definitely that unless word was received by 
him by 12:30 a. ni., that we had agreed to close the plant 
and to cooperate with his party in its closing, that the 
15591 forces of the State would close the plant themselves. 

I again told Colonel Janeway that this was an un¬ 
paralleled situation in so far as I could see in the history 
of the country, where the Governor of a State came into a 
city and ordered the closing of an operating plant without 
any reason whatever, and Colonel Janeway once more in¬ 
dicated that he was sorry about it, but he could do nothing 
except carry out his orders. 

There was possibly some other discussion along the same 
line, and finally Colonel Janeway asked me if I would let 
Mr. Ellicott know about the final decision in the matter, 
and I said that I would. 

' 15592 Q. Was anything further said at that second con¬ 
ference as regards the time necessary to close the 
I plant ? A. Yes, 

' Q. What it would be necessary to do? A. Yes, I told the 
party again that it was absolutely unfair to ask us to make 
any decision in the matter in such a short time, but I still 
I felt that the request to give us until noon the following day, 
particularly since this was a Saturday night with the su¬ 
pervisory forces, as a rule, not on the job, that it was ab¬ 
solutely unfair to ask us to make any decision in the matter 
by 12:30 a. m. and that there was no reason, in so far as I 
could see, why we couldn’t have imtil noon the following 
day. 

Q. I have forgotten whether I asked you at about what 
time that second conference began. A. At about ten 
o’clock, I believe. 

Q. How long did that conference last? A. I don’t believe 
that conference lasted over fifteen minutes. 

Q. Did you at that time make any statement to Colonel 
Janeway or to anyone else representing the Commonwealth 
as to whether or not the company would close the plant? 
A. No, I didn’t make any definite statement as to whether 
we would agree to close the plant. I agreed that I would 
relay to Mr. Ellicott the results of this second co'a- 
15593 ference. 
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Q. Did the company at any time agree to close the plantj? 

A. It did no. 

Q. Well now, was any other coinnmnication received b 
the company from Colonel Janeway after that conference|? 
A. Yes, Colonel Janeway wrote a letter to Mr. Ellicott a 
short time after 12:30 a. m. in which he notified Mr. Elli|- 
cott that the plant was being surrounded by State Police, 
inasmuch as he had received no answer from the company 
and that no men or material would be permitted to ente[r 
the plant. 

He also stated in a letter that just as soon as the con 
pany indicated its agreement in the closing of the pladt 
that he would be glad to talk over the question of mainte¬ 
nance forces in order that the damage done by the closin 
of the plant might be minimized. 

Q. Now, you said that Colonel Janeway wrote a letter t^ 
Mr. Ellicott, was that letter delivered to the company? 

It was delivered to Mr. Ellicott, possibly about 1 or 1:30 
in the morning. 

Q. And then delivered by Mr. Ellicott to you? A. De¬ 
livered to me by Mr. Ellicott and kept by me since. 

Mr, Moore: Will you mark this for identification? j 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marke^ 
Respondents’ Exhibit 188 for Identification.) | 

15594 Q, (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I hand you Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 188 for Identification and adk 

you if that is the letter to which you have just referred? 


(Respondents’ Exhibit 188 for Identification passed to 
witness.) 

A. This is the letter to which I referred, 

Q. Do you know Colonel Janeway’s signature? A. Ye^, 
I have seen Colonel Janeway’s signature on various coi^i- 
munications. 

Q. And communications which he has, you know that l^e 
has, delivered? A. Yes. 

Q. Is that Colonel Janeway’s signature at the bottohi 
of the letter. Respondents’ Exhibit 188 for Identification? 
A. It is. 

Q. ^Yhere has that letter been since it was received ly 
the company and prior to the time that you turned it over 
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to counsel for the respondents in this case? A. This letter 
has been in niy files since it was received by the company 
until turned over to counsel. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Are you offering it ? 

Mr. Moore: Yes, I would like to offer it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Photostat? 

Mr. Moore: I offer that letter in evidence, I 

15595 would like to have it stamped on the back, if I may, 
please, and then substitute a photastatic copy 

for it. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Mr. Rose, any objection? 

Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, Respondents’ Ex- 
liibit 188 for Identification may be received in evidence as 
Respondents’ Exhibit 188, and leave is given for the re¬ 
spondents to withdraw the original on substitution of a 
photostatic copy. 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 188 for Identification was marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 188 in evidence.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Was any reply sent by the com¬ 
pany to that letter of Colonel Janeway to Mr. Ellicott, 
Respondents’ Exhibit 188? A. On Sunday morning, Juno 
20th, after it was determined that the State Police had 
made it impossible for anyone to enter the plant and after 
certain attempts had been made to enter the plant, a let¬ 
ter was written by Mr. Ellicott to Colonel Janeway agree¬ 
ing under duress to the closing of the plant. 

Q. Now you say after it was made certain, if I under¬ 
stand you, that no one could enter the plant; what had 
Colonel Janeway done? A. Colonel Janeway had 

15596 caused the State Police to be stationed at all of the 
entrances to the plant with orders that no persons or 

materials were to be allowed entry. 

Q. And you also stated that efforts, something to the ef¬ 
fect, that efforts to enter the plant had been unsuccessful; 
efforts by whom? A. Mr. Ellicott himself tried to enter 
the plant on Sunday morning and was refused admission. 
Mr. Moore: Will you mark that for Identification? 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
■Respondents’ Exhibit 189 for Identification.) 
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Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I hand you Responji- 
ents’ Exhibit 189 for Identification and ask you wh^t 
that is? 

(Respondents' Exhibit 189 for Identification was passed 
to witness.) 

A. This is the original carbon of the letter which I re¬ 
ferred to as having been written by Mr. Ellicott to Colonel 
Janeway in reply to his letter which was delivered to Mr. 
Ellicott early on Sunday morning. 

Q. Now you say the original carbon, what do you mean 
by that, a carbon made at the time when the original letter 
was written? A. That's correct. I 

Q. And was the original of that letter delivered to 
15597 Colonel Janeway on June 20th, 1937? A. It was. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Ellicott's signature? A. 

I do. 

Q. Is that Mr. Ellicott's signature affixed to the bottom 
of that exhibit, 189 for Identification? A. It is and it was 
signed in my presence. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I would like to offer, and do 
offer. Respondents’ Exhibit 189 for Identification as Be- 
spondents’ Exhibit 189, and ask leave to substitute photo¬ 
static copies, a photostatic copy, in place of the original. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Any objection, Mr. Rose? 

Mr. Rose: May I see the document that is offered, 
please ? 

(The document referred to was passed to Mr. Rose.) 


Mr. Rose: No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It will be received as Respord- 
ents’ Exhibit 189, and leave is given to withdraw the ori g¬ 
inal upon substitution of f^otostatic copy. 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked Respond- 
ents’ Exhibit 189 for Identification was marked Respoid- 
eiits’ Exhibit 189 in evidence.) j 

Q. (By Mr, Moore) You stated that the letter of Colo¬ 
nel Janeway to Mr. Ellicott, Respondents’ Exhibit 188, 
was delivered about 1:40 a. m. on June 20th; can you 
15598 you tell me about what time the letter, Respondents ’ 
Exhibit 189, was delivered, if you remember? A|. I 
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believe this letter was delivered about 10 o’clock a. lu. on 
Sunday. 

15599 Q. When next after the conference which you have 
last described, that is the conference that ended, I 

believe, you said about 10:15 on Saturday night, did either 
you or Mr. Ellicott have another conference with Colonel 
Janeway? A. At about noon on Sunday, June 20th. Mr. 
Ellicott and I had another conference with Colonel Jane- 
way and his party in our office in connection with the set¬ 
ting up of maintenance forces. 

Q, Was anything said at that conference with reference 
to the closing of the plant, or was any effort made, perhaps 
I should say, on the part of you or Mr. Ellicott to get Colo¬ 
nel Janeway to have the action of the Governor rescinded? 
A. Nothing was discussed except the details of the closing 
of the plant at that conference. 

Q. Will you tell us what, if any, arrangements were made 
after the plant was closed, as you have described, with ref¬ 
erence to passes for persons who might be allowed to enter 
the plant? A. Xn the conference to which I just referred 
in addition to discussing the details of the closing of the 
plant and the number of maintenance men that would be 
required, the question of how men who would be required in 
the plant could enter the plant through the State 

15600 Police forces was discussed and it was finally deter¬ 
mined that passes would be prepared and signed by 

Colonel Janeway, ■which passes could be i^’scd or would bo 
used by the employees who were a part of the maintenance 
forces in gaining entrance to the plant. 

Q. And that was done? A. That was. 

Q. Did you attend a meeting of the General Body under 
the Plan of Employees’ Representation at the Cambria 
Plant on June 21, 1937? A. I did. 

Q. You did? A. Yes, but I wouldn’t call it a meeting of 
the General Body, however, it was a group of representa¬ 
tives that were gotten together by the chairman at my re¬ 
quest in order that we might present to them the facts in 
connection with the closing of the plant. 

Q. You mean by that it was not a formal meeting under 
the Plan, but simply a gathering or meeting of those who 
were representatives under the Plan, or some of them ? A. 
That’s correct. 
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Q. Who were present beside yourself as representing the 
nianageniont, if any one? A. Mr. Ellicott and Mr, Hough 
and myself were present. 

Q. What was said by Mr. Ellicott at that confer 

15601 ence, as well as you can remember it? A. Mr. Ell^ 
cott explained to the representatives the reason for 

asking the chairman to get together as many of the repre¬ 
sentatives as possible, which was that he wanted to giv j 
them first-hand information as to just what had happened 
over the past two days in regard to the closing of the plant. 

Both Mr. Ellicott and myself spoke to the men. I don’t 
recall just what part of the conversation each of us took 
part in, but the men were told— 

Q. That is, by either you or Mr. Ellicott or by both of 
you? A. That’s right, the men were told about the confer¬ 
ence which was had on Saturday evening with Colonel 
Janeway and his party, about the presentation of the Gov¬ 
ernor’s orders to the management and the efforts which 
we had made to avoid the closing of the plant. 

We were told that the company did not agree to close the 
plant until after it was determined that the forces of the 
State had practically taken possession of the plant and 
that there was no use of the company trying to fight th(i 
State Police and during the conference I read to the repre¬ 
sentatives present the letters which have been introduced 
into evidence here today. 

Q. That is Respondents’ Exhibit 187, 188 and 189? 

15602 A. Yes, the letter from Governor Earle ordering 
the plant closed, the letter from Colonel Janeway to 

Mr. Ellicott in which he was carrying out the orders, and 
the reply of Mr. Ellicott to Mr. Janeway, I believe thos^ 
are the numbers. | 

Q. And also the copy of the proclamation of the Govj- 
ernor that had accompanied the first letter and which isf 
Respondents’ Exhibit 113? A. That’s correct. The em|- 
ployees present, a great number of them, voiced their inf 
dignation at the plant being closed, | 

Mr. Rose: Can’t we have what was said, Mr. Examf 
iner? j 

Trial Examiner Bloom: As much as possible, Mr^ 
Evans, and tell us the details. | 

Mr, Rose: —by those present? j 
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The Witness: Several of the employees said that in 
their opinion it was an outrage to close the plant when so 
many of the employees wanted to work and that they could 
see no reason at all for the action, inasmuch as everything 
was getting back to normal. 

Mr. Ellicott and I said that the company had done all 
that it could to avoid the closing of the plant, but that now 
it was closed with only sufficient men to carry on mainte¬ 
nance work being permitted to enter and that we had no 
idea whatever as to how long the plant would be 

15603 closed. 

Q. Did Mr. Hough say anything at that meeting? 
A. I don’t recall anything that Mr. Hough said. 

Q. Did you or Mr. Ellicott or Mr. Hough at that meeting 
order or direct the other persons present to pass a motion 
for the appointment of a committee of any sort? A. We 
did not. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of the question, Mr. Ex¬ 
aminer. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

The Witness: We did not. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Did you or Mr, Ellicott or Mr. 
Hough request or advise the other persons present at that 
meeting to appoint a committee of any sort? A. We did 
not. 

Q. Did you or Mr, Ellicott or Mr. Hough suggest to the 
qther persons present at that meeting that they appoint a 
committee of any sort? A. We did not. 

Mr. Rose: I object to the form of that question. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: He may answer. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Reporter, will you read me the answer 
to the first of the three questions which I read? 

(The reporter repeated the answer as above set forth.) 

15604 Mr. Moore: And to the second one? 

(The reporter repeated the answer as above set forth.) 

Mr. Moore: Thank you. I wonder if we might take a 
few minutes recess, Mr, Examiner. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Very well, ten minutes. 

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken, after which pro¬ 
ceedings were had as follows:) 


BETH. STEEL CO. ET AL. VS. NATL. LABOR REL. BOARD. 77^1 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, how long after 12:^0 
a. m. on Sunday, June 20, 1937, did Colonel Janeway 
through the State Police control the admittance to tl|ie 
plant? A. Until 7 a. m. on Friday, June 25th. i 

Q. Now, before that hour, that is, seven a. ni. Friday, 
June 25,1937, had either you or Mr. Ellicott had a confer¬ 
ence with Colonel Janeway with reference to the re-opeii- 
ing of the plant? A. On Thursday, June 24th, at 

15605 about 2:30 p. m., Colonel Janeway called Mr. Elli¬ 
cott and I to his room at the Port Stanwix Hotel 

and we had a conference there with he and several of h|s 
party. ] 

Q. Do you remember any of the men who were preseiit 
besides Colonel Janeway? A. I believe Mr. Margiotti 
was present. Major Adams was present, I believe, part of 
the time. 

Q. Well now, what if anything did Colonel Janeway say 
at that conference? A. Colonel Janeway said that he had 
received instructions from the Governor to the effect that 
martial law would be lifted at 7 a. m. on the following morn¬ 
ing, at 7 a. m. of the following day and that, of course, witli 
the lifting of the martial law, that the company would be 
permitted to reopen the plant. 

Q. What did either you or Mr. Ellicott say to that, if any¬ 
thing? A. Mr. Ellicott asked Colonel Janeway what his; 
plans were in regard to continuing the policing around tha 
gates in order to keep down any violence that might occur, 
and told Colonel Janeway that unless he could have assur¬ 
ance that the State Police would continue to see that th4 
men were not molested who wanted to work, that he coulq 
not see his way clear to open up the plant at that 

15606 time. 

Q. Did either Mr. Ellicott or you make any request 
as to a fonn of notification? A. Yes. I asked Colonel 
Janeway to give us a written notification of the lifting of 
martial law, and of the Governor’s permission for the re¬ 
opening of the plant. Colonel Janeway said that he would 
do that, but that he would not furnish such written notifi¬ 
cation until 7 a. m. of the following day, when the order 
was to be effective. 

Q. Well now, did he furnish such written notification at 
that time, that is, 7 a, m. on Friday, June 25th, 1937, or 
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at any other time? A. Yes. At approximately 7 a. m. 
on Friday, June 25th, Colonel Janeway visited our office 
and handed Mr. Ellicott, in my presence, a written notifi¬ 
cation in which permission was given for reopening of the 
plant. 

Mr. Moore: Off the record, please. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the recoi’d.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

(Thereupon, the document above referred to was marked 
Respondents’ Exhibit 190 for Identification.) 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Mr. Evans, I hand you Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 190 for Identification, and ask you to tell 
me whether or not that is the original letter to which 

15607 you referred as the letter delivered by Colonel Jane¬ 
way to Mr. Ellicott in your presence, about seven 

o’clock a. m. on Friday, June 25th, 1937? A. This is the 
original letter, so delivered. 

Mr. Moore: Mr. Examiner, I offer in evidence Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 190 for Identification as Respondents’ Ex¬ 
hibit 190. 

' Trial Examiner Bloom: Is there any objection? 

Mr. Rose; No objection. 

Trial Examiner Bloom: It may be received as Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 190. Leave is given to respondents to with¬ 
draw the original for the substitution of a photostatic copy. 

(Thereupon, the document previously marked Respond¬ 
ents’ Exhibit 190 for Identification was marked as Re¬ 
spondents’ Exhibit 190 in evidence.) 

(Thereupon, the document just marked as Respondents’ 
Exhibit 190 in evidence was withdrawn and a photostatic 
copy substituted which bore the same marking.) 

Trial Examiner Bloom: Off the record. 

(Thereupon, a short discussion was held off the record.) 

15608 Trial Examiner Bloom: On the record. 

Q. (By Mr. Moore) Now, after the receipt of the 
letter. Respondents’ Exhibit 190, did the company make 







